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Current Topics. 


Lord Alverstone and the Prevention of Corruption. 
THE LATE Lord ALVERSTONE was a many-sided man, but no 
account of his activities would be complete without mention- 
ing that it. was he who reintroduced Lord RussELt oF 
KiLLoweEn’s Bill for the Prevention of Corruption, and sup- 
ported the Bill, which was subsequently passed, although he 
was opposed to the provision that the fiat of the Attorney- 
General should be obtained before any prosecutions were 
undertaken. Lord ALVERSTONE was a vice-president of the 
Bribery and Secret Commissions Prevention League, Incor- 
porated, with whose work he was in thorough sympathy. 


The Remuneration of the Law Officers. 

THE VOLUNTARY abandonment by Sir F. E. Smits and Sir 
Grorcr Cave of a substanti#l part—in the aggregate some 
£10,000—of their yearly remuneration is a patriotic act 
which will be appreciated by the profession and the public. 
We took occasion recently (59 Soticrtors’ JourNAL, p. 646) to 
call attention to the present system under which the Law 
Officers receive fixed salaries of £7,000 antl £6,000 respectively, 
and also fees for Court work, and this, as appears from a Parlia- 
mentary paper which we print elsewhere, has produced annual 
sums which are no doubt adequate to attract the leading men at 
the Bar. Sometimes the comparison is made between such 
sums and the amount which a successful advocate can expect to 
earn, and it is assumed that the Law Officers should be paid on 
the same scale. But having regard to the preferment to which 
the tenure of Law Office almost invariably leads, we doubt 
whether such comparison is just, and it is quite possible that 
hereafter a more moderate stipend will be found for the Law 
Officers. This, however, does not detract from the credit due 
to the present Attorney-General and Solicitor-General for the 


step which they have taken. 


The Increase of Rent Bill. 

Tue Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restric- 
tions) Bill received the Royal Assent on Thursday. The 
original first clause, which made the operation of the Bill 











deperid on Orders in Council for particular areas, has gone, and 
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the annual value of the houses to which it applies has been 
raised in London from £30 to £35, and elsewhere from £21 
to £26; to be precise, neither ‘‘the annual amount of the 
standard rent’’ nor ‘‘ the rateable value of the house or part 
of a house ’’ must exceed these figures. But the Act does “ not 
apply to a dwelling-house let at a rent which includes pay- 
ments in respect of board, attendance, or use of furniture.’’ 
** Standard rent’”’ is the rent at which the house was let on 
?rd August, 1914, and where rent has been increased during 
the war above the standard rent, the increase, ‘‘ notwithstand- 
ing any agreement to the contrary,’’ will not be recoverable ; but 
this does not apply to rent which accrued due before 25th Nov- 
ember, 1915 ; and an increaseof rent, equivalent to 6 per cent.on 
the cost of improvements or structural alterations made since 
the war, is allowed. The provisions as to increase of mortgage 
interest are similar, and the Act applies to mortgages of pro- 
perty which is within the Act as regards increase of rent; that 
is, dwelling-houses in London up to £35, and in the country 
up to £26 in annual or rateable value. It may be useful to 
give in full the provision restricting the exercise of mort- 
gagees’ rights in respect of property of this nature. It is 
section 2 (4) :— 

It shall not be lawful for any mortgagee under a mortgage to 
which this Act applies, during the continuance of this Act, and 
so long as interest at the standard rate is paid and is not more 
than twenty-one days in arrear, and the covenants by the mortgagor 
(other than the covenant for the repayment of the principal money 
secured) are performed and observed, and so long as the mortgagor 
keeps the property in a proper svate of repair and pays all interest 
and instalments of principal recoverable under any prior encum- 
brance, to call in his mortgage or to take any steps for exercising 
any right of foreclosure or sale, or for otherwise enforcing his 
security or for recovering the principal money thereby secured. 

There are provisoes saving the case of mortgage money payable 
by instalments over not less than ten years; and saving powers 
of sale exercisable by a mortgagee in possession on 25th 
November, 1915. Section 1 (3) exempts tenants from ejectment 
while rent is paid and the other tenancy conditions performed, 
save in case of waste or nuisance, or where the premises are 
required by the landlord fur his own occupation. 


The Danish Agreement. 

WE REFERRED last week to the controversy which has arisen 
over the Danish Agreement, and we pointed out that Great 
Britain could only interfere with traffic between neutral 
countries either under the law of blockade or of contraband ; 
and further, that, while agreements for ‘‘ rationing ’’ neutral 
countries could be enforced so far as regards goods exported 
from this country, they could only be enforced as regards other 
goods by the consent of the neutral countries affected. The 
debate in the House of Lords on the 16th and 20th inst. sub- 
stantially bears out this view, though it brings to light a con- 
sideration which we had not noticed—namely, that while 
neutral countries are not bound to allow any interference with 
their traffic, yet their traffic is subject to detention by 
belligerents, whether rightful or wrongful, and it is in the 
last resort only the Prize Court which can say whether the 
detention is justified or not. We gather that the real motive 
with neutrals in submitting to the present series of agree- 
ments is to avoid the dislocation of traffic which the possibility 
of seizure causes. In the event of seizure it would be necessary 
for the British Government to prove ultimate enemy destina- 
tion; and this is so, whether it relies on the law of contra- 
band, absolute or conditional, or of blockade. In 
any case, traffic to a neutral port is exempt from 
belligerent capture, unless enemy destination is proved, 
and this lets in the doctrine of continuous transport. 
On the one hand, the British Government might find it 
difficult to prove enemy destination ; on the other hand, the 
neutral traders are liable to have their traffic disturbed. The 
agreements in question, therefore, operate by way of mutual 
concession. The policy involved was thus stated by Lord 
LANSDOWNE : — 

In the first place we have endeavoured to arrive, after consulta- 
tion with the neutrals concerned, at an understanding as to the 





amount of the different commodities required by those neutrals for 
their own normal and legitimate consumption. We have endeay- 
oured to arrive at an understanding that when that amount is ex. 
ceeded, it should be assumed that the excess imports are for enemy 
destination. 

It is part of the machinery for carrying out this policy to 
have a controlling trading body in the neutral country, who 
shall assume responsibility for recording the amount of the 
goods passing into the country, for receiving those goods, and 
for seeing to their proper distribution. Preferably the agree- 
ments are made with private traders, since a neutral Govern- 
ment, if overtly involved, might be charged by Germany with 
rendering unneutral service. The necessity for the agreements 
is dictated by the geographical impossibility of effecting a 
complete blockade of Germany ; but into the question whether 
the Government are right in withholding the agreements them- 
selves from publication we need not enter, except to say that 
its critics probably do not realize how effective the blockade of 
Germany has really been made, in spite of the difficulties 
imposed by geographical position and International Law. 


The Infringe.:1.ent ana Validity of Patents. 

THe case of Osram Lamp Works (Limited) v. Pope's 
Electric Lamp Co. (Limited), which was recently decided by 
the Court of Appeal, is noticeable, first on account of the 
length of time it occupied, and secondly on account of the 
course pursued in the Court of Appeal. The action was one 
for infringement of a patent for improvements in the manu- 
facture of incandescent electric lamps, which had for its object 
the making of the filaments used in such lamps of the metal 
tungsten by a process described in the specification. The defen- 
dants contested the validity of the patent, and denied infringe- 
ment. The trial took place before Joyce, J., and occupied four- 
teen days. The learned Judge held that the defendants had not 
infringed, and dismissed the action. He did not in his judg- 
ment decide the question of validity, as he said that it was 
not necessary for him to do so. The plaintiffs appealed. At 
an early stage of the hearing of the appeal, which occupied 
ten days, the Court decided to hear the appeal first on the 
question of infringement, but intimated that, if necessary, 
the question of validity could be argued later. They held 
that the defendants’ process was not an infringement of the 
plaintiffs’ process, and dismissed the appeal, with costs. Thus 
ended the second act of this drama of litigation. But we 
understand that there will be a third act in the House of Lords. 
We think that the course taken in the Court of Appeal was, 
under the circumstances, a proper and convenient one. But 
it does not follow that in all infringement actions where the 
defendant denies both infringement and validity, the issue of 
infringement ought to be tried first by itself. To do this would 
often involve practically two trials and a great increase of 
costs. At present the judge at the trial hears the case on 
the two issues of validity and infringement. If he decides 
that the patent is invalid, he need not decide whether it has 
been infringed, and if he decides that it has not been in- 
fringed, he need not decide whether the patent is valid. Of 
course he may, and generally does, decide both issues. If he 
decides one issue only, then in the Court of Appeal the course 
taken in the case under notice is obviously the proper and 
convenient one. 


Naturalized Subjects and the Privy Council. 
Reavers of the late Sir Henry Matne’s “ Ancient Law” 
will remember how the gradual extension of family, clan, and 
civie rights to persons not born within the household or clan 
was effected by means of thé fiction of ‘‘adoption.’’ A some 
what similar process has been effected in modern constitutional 
law where the rights of strangers in blood who become 
dwellers in a state are concerned. At common law, # 
Calvin’s Case (7 Rep. la) proved three centuries 4g% 
allegiance was a quasi-kinship between the sovereign and - 
subject. The subject must be born within the dominions 0 
the sovereign, and could not disclaim allegiance, for Nemo 
potest exuere patriam. Gradually the practice grew up 
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granting. letters of denization to favoured foreigners, and 
these conferred on them some special rights of subjects. 
Next the powers of Parliament were invoked to override in 
special eases the rule of the common law, and by a special Act 
each partieular grantee of the privilege of citizenship was 
naturalized. But by the third section of the Act of Settle- 
ment it was enaeted that no foreigner—not even a naturalized 
foreigner, unless his parents were English—could sit in Par- 
liament, or be a member of the Privy Council, or hold any 
civil or military office of trust, or obtain a grant of lands from 
the Crown. This section, so long as it remained in force, 
clearly disqualified naturalized subjects—with the few excep- 
tions allowed by the proviso—from being admitted members of 
the Privy Council. In 1844 another statute amended the laws 
relating to aliens, and gave to naturalized subjects all the 
rights of natural-born subjects, ‘‘ except that such alien shall 
not be capable of becoming a member of his Majesty’s Privy 
Council, nor a member of either House of Parliament.’’ This 
Act was repealed by the Naturalization Act of 1870, which 
enacted that a naturalized subject ‘‘ shall be entitled to all 
political and other rights, powers, and privileges to which a 
natural-born British subject is entitled.’’ The meaning of these 
words seems reasonably plain. Membership of the Privy 
Council is surely either a ‘‘right’’ or a ‘‘ power’”’ or a 
“ privilege ’’ of the British subject who possesses it. Probably 
“right ’’ means a legal status which every qualified person 
can claim ‘‘as of right’’; ‘‘ power’’ refers, we suppose, to 
the enjoyment of judicial or executive authority by special 
persons; and ‘‘ privilege’’ must mean “‘ privilegium—i.c., 
some peculiar right enjoyed by a favoured person as a persona 
designata, and not as a member of aclass. At any rate, it is 
not reasonable to exclude membership of the Privy Council 
from the scope of the section, and the Divisional Court took 
this plain and simple view in Re Sir Edgar Speyer and Sir 
Ernest Cassel (Times, 18th inst.). Ingenious attempts to cut 


down the content and extent of the rights conferred—on the 
ground that a later statute, the Aliens Act of 1914, contains an 
obseure sub-section which appears to treat section 2? of the Act 
’ of Settlement as still in force—failed-to convince the Court, in 
facé of the well-known principle that statutes conferring 
rights must be liberally construed, those taking them away 
strictly. 


Injunctions in Libel Actions. 

Tae PROCEEDINGS in Mrs. Asquitn’s action against the 
flobe newspaper, and the grant of an aferim injunction by 
the Court, remind practitioners how greatly the law in this 
tespect has altered of late years. ‘‘ Prior to the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854,’’ said Lopes, L.J., in Monson v. 
Tussauds (Limited) (1894, 1 Q. B. 671, at p. 692), ‘‘ no Court 
could grant any injunction in a case of libel. The Court of 
Chancery could grant no injunction in such a case, because it 
could not try a libel. Neither could courts of common law 
until the Common Law Procedure Act of 1854, because they 
had no power to grant injunctions. Whether they had power 
to grant an interlocutory injunction after 1854 I think doubt- 
ful. As a matter of practice they never did.’’ The Judicature 
Act of 1873, s. 25, sub-section 8, confers a larger jurisdiction to 
grant injunctions than existed before. ‘‘ A mandamus or an 
Injunction may be granted, or a receiver appointed, by an 
interlocutory order of the Court in all cases in which it shall 
appear to the Court to be just or convenient that such order 
thould be made.’’ It is by virtue of this provision that such 
orders are now made, for the Statute Law Revision Act of 
1883 repealed sections 79 and 82 of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1854. This jurisdiction is, however, ‘‘of a 
delicate nature ; it ought only to be exercised in the clearest 
cases,’’ said Lord EsHer in Coulson v. Coulson (1887, 3 T. 
L. R. 846), and these words were approved by Lopes and 
Davey, L.JJ., in Monson v. Tussauds (Limited) (supra). 
Hence, before an interlocutory injunction can be granted to 
restrain a libel, it must be proved :—(1) that the words com- 


verdict to the contrary would be set aside on appeal as per- 
verse; (2) that neither “fair comment,’ “‘ privileged 
occasion,’’ “* justification,’”’ nor ‘‘ accurate report of a judicial 
proceeding,’ are pleaded or reasonably open to the 
defendant ; (3) that there is some evidence of an intention to 
continue publication; (4) that the publication will do 
irreparable damage to plaintiff if continued ; and (5) that the 
plaintiff has not been guilty of laches (OpcERs on Libel, 
Sth ed., pp. 426-8). Where the defamatory words in a 
slander or trade libel case are only actionable on proof of 
special damage, there is a conflict of authority as to whether 
or not an injunction can be granted before the special damage 
is proved (cf. White v. Mellin, 1893, A. C., per Lord 
Watson, at p. 167, with Watton, J.’s, view in Dunlop 
Pneumatic Tyre Co. (Limited) v. Maison Talbot, 1903, 
20 T. L. R. 88). In the special case of Parliamentary elec- 
tions, sections 1 and 3 of the Corrupt and Illegal Practices 
Prevention Act, 1895, give the High Court power to restrain 
the publication of false statements about a candidate during 
an election on merely primd facie evidence of their falsity. 


Dissolution of Executory Contracts by War. 

A srrone Court of Appeal, consisting of Swinren Eapy, 
PuHILLimore, and Pickrorp, L.JJ., has just affirmed the 
decision of Bray, J., in Zine Corporation (Limited) v. Aron 
Hirsch, de. (Times, 22nd inst.). It is familiar that ante- 
bellum contracts of an executory nature made with an alien 
enemy are dissolved on the outbreak of war if the performance 
of the contract during war is illegal. But what is the position 
when the parties themselves provide in the contract, either 
expressly or by necessary implication, that further per- 
formance of its terms is to be suspended during the war? 
This is not exactly the problem which confronted the Court in 
the Zine Concentrates case, for the facts were too complex to 
be stated with this ideal simplicity, but it was very nearly the 
problem. By an ante-bellum agreement an Australian com- 
pany had contracted to sell by instalments as ordered over a 
period of years some 355,000 tons of ores produced in New 
South Wales. By clause 17 of the agreement, in the event of 
(tnter alia) the existence of force majeure, the agreement was 
to be suspended during the continuance of any inability to 
carry it out thereby caused. The Court took the view that 
“* force majeure ’’ includes the outbreak of war, not on the 
authority of any judicial decision, but upon that of a number 
of Continental text-books (Catvo’s Dictionaire du Droit 
International; Datioz’s Jurisprudence Générale; and 
Gorranp’s French Commercial Law). It would seem at 
first sight, then, as if the contract were by its own terms 
suspended by the outbreak of war, so that no intercourse 
with the enemy currente bello, and therefore no illegality, is 
involved in its executory promises. But the Court read the 
contractual suspension as applying only to deliveries of ore ; 
the rest of the contract remained under its terms still active 
during the period of hostilities. If so, it obviously involved 
intercourse with the enemy, and therefore illegality ; and the 
Court declared the contract avoided. But Swinren Eapy, 
L.J., went a step further in his able judgment. ‘The regula- 
tions in the contract were negative as well as positive; the 
sellers were restrained during its continuance from selling 
their ores to anyone except the buyers. This would have 
meant a suspension in the production of ores valuable in war 
time, and this his lordship regarded as contrary to public 
policy indeed, the conferring of a benefit on the enemy—and 
therefore as rendering the contract void. 


Public Loans and State Lotteries. 

Tue Act 10 & 11 Wil. 3, which declared lotteries to be 
public nuisances, recites that several evil disposed persons 
have set up many mischievous and unlawful games, called 
lotteries, in London and Westminster and most of the eminent 
towns in England, and have thereby most unjustly and fraudu- 
lently got to themselves great sums of money from the children 





of are unquestionably libellous, so that a jury’s 
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and servants of several gentlemen, and from other unwary 
persons, to the utter ruin and impoverishment of many 
families, and to the reproach of the English law and Govern- 
ment. More than two hundred years have passed since this 
Act became law, but nothing has occurred to change the 
prevalent opinion in this country that, although lotteries 
supply a ready mode of replenishing the public treasury, they 
are calculated to exert a mischievous influence upon the 
people. The poor (often ‘‘ unwary persons’’) are invited by 
them rather than the rich, and are diverted from labour and 
thrift by the hope of sudden and splendid gains. We have, 
therefore, been much surprised to read, in more than one of 
the financial periodicals, a strong recommendation that the 
Government should proceed to raise money by lottery loans, 
on the ground that this would be the best method of attract- 
ing the small savings of the community. It is urged that 
there is no real objection to this form of raising money, inas- 
much as bonds which give holders a chance of a bonus premium 
or a prize, when drawn for redemption, are tolerated. Schemes 
for providing large prizes, to be drawn by lot, for the sub- 
scribers to a new loan are also sketched out for our approval, 
and we are reminded that similar lotteries are in full force 
on the Continent. We sincerely hope that no such change 
in the law may be effected, believing, as we do, that the evils 
attendant on lottery speculation are not confined to the par- 
ticular adventure, but tend strongly to foster a spirit of 
gambling and to cause losses to a class which can least afford 


to bear them. 


Points for Special Constables, 

WE Are glad to call attention to a useful pocket manual of 
the duties of special constables, which has been written by 
Mr. A. H. Procror, solicitor, of Ealing. It is called ‘‘ Points 
for Special Constables,’’ and is published at 3d. by the Middle- 
sex County Times Printing and Publiching Co., 61, Broad- 
way, Ealing. Mr. Procror is himself a “‘ special,’’ and the 
points ’’ were originally issued to the members of his com- 
pany by permission of its O.C., but they are not official. It 
tells the special in concise form what course he is to pursue 
under various circumstances—on street duty, on beat duty, in 
case of accidents, and so forth; and tells him also when and 
how an arrest may be made. It gives specimens of an original 
note of a motor-car collision, and the report founded upon it, 
and a summary of rules of evidence. Altogether it is a very 
useful book for the special to have in his pocket. 


é 








The Legal Department’s Report. 


II. 


Organisation of the Court Offices (continued).—One of the 
difficulties in arranging the work in the Court Offices is that it 
depends largely on the attendance of the public—that is, in 
general, of solicitors’ clerks—and these do not require the offices 
to be open longer than from 10 to 4. So that, unless there is 
additional work to be done after office hours, the vocation of a 
clerk at the Courts is necessarily a light one. Indeed, there 
seems to have been some doubt on the evidence as to how they 
fill up their time. Referring to the twenty-eight third-class 
clerks in the Central Office, Mr. Cowarp said, in examining 
Lord WRENBURY :— 

Here are these twenty-eight third-class clerks, and I have never 
yet been able to ascertain from any one of them what is their 
day’s work, or get them to explain what they do in a day’s work, 
and I am afraid, perhaps, your experience may be something like 
mine—that you do not know what these gentlemen do. 

But as Lord Wrensury said he had never been in the 
Central Office, and did not know what either a third-class 
clerk or a second-class clerk did, he naturally was unable to 
throw any light on the matter ; though, if the Courts of Justice 
require the maintenance of a large staff of clerks, it seems 
singular that a judge who has spent no small part of his life 


sioners urge reform in the arrangement of work, and suggest 
that the staff might be reduced : — 

It will be seen, therefore, that the hours of attendance in the 
legal offices are shorter than those in use in the Civil Service 
generally, and the vacations in most offices much longer; while, if 
the comparison be made with the conditions attending work in 
solicitors’ offices, the contrast is even more marked. For nearly 
one-third of the year the taxpayer receives little return for the 
sums expended upon salaries. If hours could be extended, vacations 
reduced to moderate proportions, and work more evenly distributed, 
a considerable reduction of staff would be possible. Reforms ip 
these respects are in our opinion essential to the economical organisa. 


tion of the legal departments. 


They think that the work could be arranged in almost al] 
cases so as to give a full seven-hours day to the staff, though the 
office is open to the public for six hours only. Other matters 
requiring reform are regularity of attendance; it seems that 
arrival at 10.20 a.m. is in some departments, at least, treated as 
arrival at 10.0—though not in the department for which 
Mr. F. A. SrrinGer is responsible (Evidence, p. 215); and 
there is marked slowness in introducing time-saving changes— 
such as shorthand and typewriting—which are a matter of 
course in private offices. But here the Probate and Admiralty 
Offices are ahead of the others (Evidence, pp. 39, 203). The 
general question of the vacation at the Courts was not before 
the Committee, but the Report contains the following :— 

It is beyond our reference to deal with this large question, or even 
with the question of extending vacation business. But we may 
point out that some witnesses recommended a more liberal inter- 
pretation by the Masters of that term, and suggested that, in both 
the Chancery and King’s Bench Divisions, two Masters should attend 
in vacation instead of one as at present. Another witness suggested 
that on the Chancery side the Masters should sit on Monday, 
which is not at present the practice, and that the vacation hours 


should be 11 to 3 instead of 11 to 2 

We think that special inquiry should be made as to the possibility 
of extending the hours worked in vacation, especially in the Prin. 
cipal Probate Registry, where the work is not dependent upon the 
sitting of the courts. 

The clerks in the Chancery, Taxing, and Lunacy Offices should not 
be entitled to any greater length of holiday than the six weeks 
which are allowed in the Central Office and other offices. So long 
as the long vacation remains as it is at present there may be difficulty 
in giving full effect to this limitation of the period of vacation for 
individuals, with its corresponding reduction of staff, but this object 
should be kept steadily in view, 

The question of an age limit for retirement proved as trouble. 
some as in the recent Commission as to judicial work. It was 
then that Lord Justice Patiirmore said that his capacity for 
work increased with age, and we hope he sees no reason yet to 
alter his opinion. And one of the witnesses before the present 
Commission suggested that as the physical powers weaken the 
nfental powers strengthen. We hope it may be so, and its 
interesting to note that one of the witnesses, Mr. Registrar 
BrouGHAM, was appointed to the Liverpool District: Court for 
Bankruptcy in 1848, and was transferred to London in 1862, 
so that he has served as registrar for sixty-seven years. Lorl 
Murr-Macxenzie (Sir Kenneth Murr Mackenzie), whe 
asked about this probably unique instance of service, said: 
‘‘Mr. Brovcuam is a gentleman of great age, and it is one 
those instances that make it so difficult to recommend with 
absolute confidence a limit of age. Mr. BrovcHam has always 
been a most efficient Registrar ’’ (Evidence, p. 32). And Mr. 
E. W. HanseE t, the well-known bankruptcy counsel, figured it 
the following questions and answers :— 

50,931. The Commission have had Mr. Registrar Brougham befat 
them as a witness, and are able to judge themselves of his remat 
able vigour?—I hope I have not said anything improper, bat 
having had a good deal of experience of him, I know his wonderft 
capacity and ability, and his faculties are so absolutely unimpal 


in every respect. 

50,932. But apart from that exceptional case, and, speaking gen 
ally, do you think it advisable that there should be a fixed # 
for retirement ?—I have had no reason to think so. I have sett! 
great many registrars of different ages, and I have never thouf! 
that there was any case in which an age limit for retirement W 
have been desirable. That is all I can say about it. 


There is no doubt that for work of a judicial character th 
experience and maturity which come with age are a valu 
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there are strong reasons against compulsory retirement. In 
the Civil Service generally the age of compulsory retirement 
is sixty-five, but a man may for special reasons be required to 
go at sixty, or be retained till seventy. After stating the 
reason just adduced, the Commissioners say :— 


This consideration is, we think, a good reason for fixing a higher 
limit in the case of judicial than in the case of administrative or 
executive office ; but after giving due weight to it, and to the other 
arguments, we are convinced that it is desirable that an age-limit 
should be fixed, both for Masters and clerks. Rules must be made 
to fit the ordinary case, and the cases where there is no decline 
whatever in mental powers and efficiency after the age of sixty- 
five are a minority, while after the age of seventy they are quite 
exceptional. Even in these exceptional instances the loss to the 
public service is not irreparable. No man is indispensable, least 
of all in a profession so well stocked with talent as the law; and 
if any one appears to be so, it probably points to some defect of 
organisation in the department in which he serves. 


And after remarking that a certain latitude may be desir- 
able, especially in the case of the judicial offices, they pro- 
ceed: — 


We recommend that in the case of the clerks, these provisions 
should be applied as they stand, but that in the case of the Masters 
and Registrars, seventy should be substituted for sixty-five as the 
age at which they must ordinarily retire, and sixty-five for sixty 
as the age at which they may be called upon to retire. 

These provisions should, in our opinion, be applied to existing 
officers, subject to such notice as may be considered reasonable and 
with due respect to any legal rights arising from their tenure. As 
these officers are entitled to a pension on retirement, we think that 
no unreasonable hardship is involved in such action. 

Finally, we propose that all future amendments of, or additions 
to, the general Civil Service Order in Council should apply to the 
legal departments, unless the legal departments are specifically 
excepted. 


It is sufficient to refer generally to the recommendations for 
bringing the merely clerical work into line with modern con- 
ditions by the employment of women and the use of type- 
writing. There was interesting evidence as to the conditions 
of work in the Scrivenery Departments, and as to the 
possibility of pensions, though, since the work is paid for as 
piecework, there seems to be a difficulty in any such scheme. 
The Commissioners, after remarking that typewriting is, they 
are informed, twice as fast and nearly twice as economical as 
copying by hand, and also gives special facilities for the 
simultaneous production of two or more copies, proceed : — 


We recommend, therefore, that the existing male staff in both 
scrivenery departments should be replaced as rapidly as possible 
by women, and that in order to facilitate this change compensation 
allowances should, as an act of grace, be granted to, at any rate, 
the senior members of the existing staff. If it is found necessary 
to retain permanently any male staff we think that some mutual 
provident arrangement, such as we understand to have been sug 
gested by the Treasury, should be made for the provision of 
pensions, 

We have received evidence that in other departments, such as 
the Lunacy Visitors’ Office, and in the provincial services, especially 
in the District Probate Registries, much work is done by copying 
which could be done more economically by typing, and our recom- 
mendations will be equally applicable to those offices, except that 
we do not contemplate the employment of Civil Service typists in 
the provincial offices. 

(Zo be continued.) 








Interpreted Evidence. 


Peruaps no appeal in any criminal case of recent years has 
been so interesting in so many diverse ways as that of R. v. 
Lee Kun (reported elsewhere). A Chinaman who could scarcely 
understand English» was tried for murder, convicted, and 
sentenced to death at the Central Criminal Court. In contra- 
diction to the invariable present practice of that court, no 
interpreter had been provided to translate to the prisoner 
the evidence against him, apparently because he was defended 
by counsel. This irregularity was made the basis of an appeal 
to the Court of Criminal Appeal; but although that tribunal 
considered that an irregularity had taken place, it refused to 
quash the conviction, because its members took the view that, 
even if an interpreter had been present, the verdict must have 


been the same ; in other words, ‘‘ no substantial miscarriage of 
justice ’’ (proviso to s. 4 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907) 
had resulted from the irregularity. But what was most interest- 
ing was the revelation of judicial inconsistencies and the lack 
of uniformity in such cases revealed by the inquiries made by 
the Court. Some judges, they found, never required trans- 
lation of evidence to the alien prisoner when he was defended 
by counsel. Others inquired at the outset whether counsel 
desired such translation, and ordered accordingly. Others, 
again, always insisted on the translation unless the defence 
stated that they did not wish it. And some judges insisted 
upon it notwithstanding such statement. 

The proper practice, the Court has now laid down, is that 
translation of any new evidence, not appearing in the deposi- 
tions taken below, must be made to such a prisoner unless his 
counsel expressly asks that this should not be done, and even 
then the judge should censider whether he can safely comply 
with such a request. No trial for felony can be had except in 
the presence of the accused unless he creates a disturbance in 
court which renders the trial impossible (#. v. Berry, 104 L. T. 
Newspaper, at p. 110, per Wits, J.). Even in misdemeanour 
the same rule should be followed. The presence of the prisoner 
is required by law in order that he may hear the evidence 
against him, and answer it or supply to counsel materials for 
cross-examination upon it. Obviously the presence of the accused 
in this sense is not satisfied by merely bodily presence if he is 
incapable of following the proceedings, either through deafness 
and muteness, insanity, or ignorance of the language (72. v. 
Pritchard, 7 C. & P. 103). In the last-named case the old 
practice was to grant the alien a right to be tried by a jury, half 
of whose members were his co-nationals; this was a jury d¢ 
medietate lingue. This right was taken away by the Naturali- 
zation Act, 1870, but its place is properly taken by the pre- 
sence of an interpreter. Insanity, so that the prisoner is unfit 
to plead, is specially provided for by statute. Deafness and 
dumbness require a special procedure of their own which is fully 
discussed in the recent case of R. v. Governor of Stafford 
Prison, cx parte Hmery (1909, 2 K.B., 81). 

Ore more interesting point arose on the present appeal. The 
prisoner’s execution had been fixed for a day which was in fact 
the morrow of the appeal, and since his counsel desired to ask 
the Attorney-General for a certificate with a view to an appeal 
to the House of Lords, the Court agreed to stay the execution 
automatically by postponing delivery of their judgment ; under 
the Criminal Appeal Act no sentence of capital or corporal 
punishment can be carried out until an entered appeal has been 
disposed of. But it turned out that no such action of the Court 
was necessary, since Home “Office Regulations provide for the 
suspension of executions, in the case of appeals, for a period 
varying from fourteen to eighteen days from the dismissal of 
the appeal. 


Reviews. 
Books of the Weeks. 

Magistrates’ Practice.—The Magistrate’s General Practice 
1916. With an Appendix of Statutes, Rules and Forms. Thirteenth 
Edition. By CHartes MiLNer ATKiNson, M.A. and LL.M, Cantab., 
jarrister at-Law, Stipendiary Magistrate for the City of Leeds. 
Stevens & Sons, (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 20s. 
Case and Comment,.—The Lawyer's Magazine, December, 
1915. The Lawyers’ Co-operative Publishing Co., Rochester, New 
York. 15c. 

The Conveyancer. 
(Limited). 2s. 6d, net. 














January, 1916. The Chancery Press 








In the House of Commons on the 16th inst. Lord R. Cecil, replying 
to Sir J. Lonsdale, who asked if he would state in what English statute 
it was provided that an enemy living in a neutral country was for 
belligerent purposes treated as a neutral, and that consequently it was 
no offence for a British subject to trade with a German firm in neutral 
countries. said :—I am not aware that the matter has been dealt with 
by statute. The principle has been established by a long series of 
decisions in the law courts of this country. 
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Correspondence. 


Accuracy in Drafts. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—Referring to the comment which you were good enough to 
make on my letter which appeared in your issue of last week, may I 
make it quite clear that the point I wished to make was that the 
draft, prior to engrossment, should be read over aloud to the one 
responsible for it. Personally, I have found this practice most valu- 
able, as often a clause or a phrase which one passes in revision can 
be usefully amended when hearing it read in conjunction with the 
context. Francis G. STEED. 

Sudbury, Suffolk, Dec. 20, 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
House of Lords. 


HUTCHINS (Pauper) «. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 9th ani 10th 
December. 

TRAMWAYS—ASSAULT ON PASSENGER—NON-PAYMENT OF FARE—WHETHER 
Conpuctor Coup EJecr ‘‘ TrRespAsseR ’’ UNDER BYE-LAWS—ONUS OF 
Proor tHat Conpucror Actrep Beyonp Score or AUTHORITY—NON- 
Surr—New TRIAL. 

The plaintiff claimed damages against the L.C.C. for having been 
injured by one of their tramway conductors, who angrily threw him 
off a tramear. At the trial the defendants, who called no evidence, 
submitted that, inasmuch as the powers of the Council were derived 
from their bye-laws, which did not, in terms at any rate, give power 
to eject a passenger for non-payment of fare, the conductor, who pre- 
sumably ejected the plaintiff for that reason (although in fact he was 
willing and able to pay his fare), had acted from private spite and 
matice, for the consequences of which they were not liable. Neithe 
the plaintiff nor the defendants were able to trace the car nor identify 
the conductor. Ridley, J., non-suited the plaintiff, and the Court of 
Appeal upheld his decision. 

Held, that, under the bye-laws, a passenger who does not pay, o 
shews no intention of paying, his fare can be treated as a tre s passer 
and ejected with the use of reasonable force. That it was a question 
for the jury to decide what was the motive in this case which prompted 
the conductor to eject the plaintiff ; and there must be a new trial, 

Decision of Divisional Court in Whittaker v. London County Council 
(1915, 2 K. B. 676) approved, 

Application by the plaintiff for new trial. The plaintiff, a working 
man, claimed damages against the London County Council for having 
been forcibly ejected from one of their tramcargs by the conductor. 
His case was that, shortly after midnight, he hailed a car belonging to 
the defendants, but the conductor rang the bell, and the car moved on 
before he could get to it. He, by running, caught it at the next 
stopping place, and he expostulated with the conductor for not having 
waited for him. The conductor mumbled something, and the plaintiff 
sat down in a seat in a corner of the car panting for breath. The 
* whereupon the plaintiff 
He was 








conductor came up and said ‘‘ Fare, please,’ 
replied, ‘ All right, wait a minute and I wil pay you.”’ 
getting his money to do so when the conductor swung him out of the 
car on to the platform, and his right knee was injured. The car, as 
he lay on the platform, came to a standstill, and the conductor shoved 
him with his foot into the road and rang the bell, and the car went 
on. Neither the plaintiff nor the defendants had been able to dis- 
cover the number of the car nor the name of the conductor. To his 
statement of claim the defendants, who called no evidence, stated that 
if their conductor had acted as alleged there were only three possible 
explanations of his conduct—(a) that the plaintiff was intoxicated or 
the conductor believed he was; (6) that the plaintiff was refusing or 
the conductor believed him to be refusing to pay his fare; and (c) that 
tne conductor acted from personal malice and spite as the direct result 
of the passage of words detailed by the plaintiff. As to these explana- 
tions, the defendants said that they did not suggest that the plaintiff 
was intoxicated, and that possible explanation of their servant’s con- 
duct was abandoned. But with regard to (+) they said the conductor 
had no power, according to the defendants’ bye-laws, to eject the 
plaintiff for non-payment of fare, and consequently if he ejected him 
on that ground he acted outside the scope of his authority. As to (c), 
if the conductor acted from personal spite, this was a wrong for which 
the defendants, as his employers, were not responsible. At the close 
of the plaintiff’s evidence, Ridley, J., directed the jury to return their 
verdict for the defendants and entered judgment accordingly for them. 
The Court of Appeal (Buckley, Kennedy, and Phillimore, L..JJ.) upheld 
the decision of the trial judge. The plaintiff then appealed to this 
House, in forma pauperis. 

During the arguments the House intimated that they agreed with 
the decision of the Divisional Court in Whittaker v. London County 


Council (supra), where it was held that, independently of any bye- | 
laws or regulations, the tramway owning council had a common law 


right to eject any person who was found on a car without having 
acquired a right to be there either as a passenger who had paid his 
fare, or as one who was intending to pay his fare. Lord Atkinson 
expressed the opinion that the bye-laws, in which the power to eject a 





passenger for non-payment of his fare was not expressly given, in fact 
gave such a power. A conductor had to protect the Council’s property, 
and if the form of trespass was trespass by remaining on the car without 
paying or intending to pay his fare, the passenger could be ejected by 
the conductor in the exercise of a general authority to act in the best 
interest of his employers. 

Earl Loresurn, in giving judgment, said, with the greatest respect 
to the judges of the Court of Appeal, he felt himself quite unable to 
agree with the conclusion at which they had arrived. This was a case 
in which the jury ought to have been asked to answer, one way or the 
other, the questions raised in the pleadings; and they were not asked, 
There must be a new trial. 

Lord ATKINSON gave judgment to the same effect. 

Lord SHaw concurred. He had a difficulty, which, however, had 
nothing to do with the merits of the case. But, having read the case 
and listened with as much attention as he could to the arguments at 
the Bar, he was unable to understand how the Court of Appeal could 
have come to any other conclusion than that which had been expressed 
by Earl Loreburn. Here was a man, a citizen of London, travelling 
in a tramcar belonging to the defendants, who said he was assaulted 
by an official of the tramway company. A jury ws empanelled to try 
his case. But Ridley, J., stopped the case, and directed the jury— 
whether to their astonishment or not their lordships were not told— 
that they must give a judgment for the defendants. He was so ex- 
tremely astonished at the decision of the Court of Appeal upholding 
Ridley, J.’s, decision that he still remained under the impression that 
there must be something else which he had not seen or heard that could 
account for such a result. If the conductor acted from malice alone, 
he agreed that the defendants were not liable. But in addition to the 
explanations filed by the defendants of his conduct, he thought that 
there was a fourth view which the jury might reasonably have con- 
sidered—namely, that he acted from some mistake. Trial by jury was 
a procedure eminently fitted for forming a conclusion as to what was 
in the mind of the person who committed the alleged assault. Yet 
here the case was withheld from the jury. He trusted that it would 
not occur again. 

Lord ParmMoor gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal allowed; 
new trial ordered.—CounsgL, for the appellant, W. A. Casson and A. 
Brooke (for C. M. Rudkin, now serving with H.M. Forces); for the 
respondent Council, Hugo Young, K.C., and W. Craig Henderson. 
Soxicitors, J. & C. Dodd; Edward Tanner. 

[Reported by Ensxinz Rep. Barrister-at-Law.1 


Court of Appeal. 


ARNHOLD, KARBERG, & CO. v. BLYTHE, GREEN, JOURDAIN, & 
C2. THEODOR SCHNEIDER & CO. v. BURGETT & NEWSAM 


No. :. 13th and 14th December. 

Sate or Goons—C.1.F. Contrract—Bitt or LApING—PAYMENT ON 
DELIVERY OF SHIPPING DocuMENTS—WaAR RISK—SHIPMENT ON 
GERMAN STEAMER—SUBSEQUENT OUTBREAK OF WaAR—VEssEL TAKES 
Reruce 1n NevutTrat Port—Bitt or Laping INVALIDATED—BUYERS 
ENTITLED TO Rerusk PAYMENT. 

Two ¢.i.f. contracts were entered into for the sale of beans to be 
shipped from Chinese to European ports, insurance to cover war risks, 
and payment to be made in cash on tender of the shipping documenta 
not later than a certain date. The goods were shipped on German 
ships, covere d wm one case by a Ge rman policy of insurance, shortly 
before the outbreak of war. After war had been declared both vessels 
soughé refuge from capture in a neutral port. 

Held (affirming Scrutton, J.), that the event which had occurred to 
prevent delivery was not a war risk imposed on the buyer, and that the 
bills of lading and policy, being invalidated by war, were no longer 
effective, and that the buyers therefore were entitled to refuse payment. 

The principles of c.i.f. contracts examaned. 

These were two appeals, heard together, from a decision by Scrutton, 
J. (reported 1915, 2 K. B. 379), upon cases stated in arbitrations be 
tween sellers and buyers. In the first case, Messrs. Arnhold, Karberg, 
& Co., of London and China, in May, 1914, entered into a c.i.f. con- 
tract for the sale to Messrs. Blythe, Green, Jourdain, & Co., of 
London, of 200 tons of China horse beans. The contract was on 4 





printed form issued by the London Corn Trade Association for the 
China and Manchurian cereals trade. There was a stipulation as te 
quality and provision for a small deficiency or excess in quantity. 
The beans were to be shipped from Hankow to Naples in good merchant- 
able bags at £6 6s. per ton for cost, freight and insurance, bill of lading 
to be dated July, 1914, payment to be made in net cash in London on 
arrival at the port of discharge in exchange for bill of lading and policy 
of insurance (free of war risks) on Lloyd’s conditions, but in no case 
later than three months from date of bill of lading, or upon the posting 
| of the vessel at Lloyd’s as a total loss. In the event of war, the sellers 

were empowered to cover war risk for, and at the expense of, the 
buyer, if the buyer did not himself insure. The goods were shipped on 

the German ss. Gernis from Hankow, the bills of lading being dated 
| 6th and 7th July, 1914. Upon the outbreak of war in August The 


' Gernis took refuge in a Dutch East Indian port, where she still re 
mained. On 11th October the sellers tendered bills of lading and 

insurance policy to the buyers, who refused to pay, and thereupon 
| arbitration was initiated. In the other case the facts were substantially 


| the same, except that the sellers tendered not only a German bill 
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lading but a policy effected with German underwriters, and the ss. 
Camilla Rickmers had taken refuge on her way to Rotterdam in a port 
in the Philippines. Scrutton, J., held that in both cases the buyers were 
entitled to refuse payment, and the sellers appealed. : 

Tue Court dismissed the appeals. 

SwinFen Eapy, L.J., having stated the facts, proceeded : The sellers 
contended that according to the true construction of the contract be- 
tween the parties, the buyers took upon themselves all the risks inci 
dental to the outbreak of war, in the event of war. Their second point 
was one of more general importance. They said that in c.i.f. contracts 
all that the seller had to do was to ship the goods in accordance with 
the contract, and effect proper insurances upon them, and that if the 
documents were in order to begin with, thenceforward both the goods 
and the documents were to be at the risk of the buyer, who had to pay 
in any event. It would be observed that the insurance to be effected by 
the sellers was defined thus : policies of insurance free of ‘‘ war risk ie 
on Lloyd’s conditions. That meant ‘‘ free of capture, seizure, or 
detention.”” The next clause was, in his lordship’s opinion, directed 
solely to covering the excepted perils. ‘‘ Covering war risk’’ meant 
covering the risk excepted in the previous insurance. On the happening 
of the event of war the sellers might effect war policies at the cost of 
the buyers. That provided only for the ordinary war risks. It did not 
throw all the possible consequences of a state of war on the buyer. 
But then the larger and more important Guestion remained. Was it 
enough for the sellers to tender proper shipping documents at the 
proper time, “‘in no case later than three months from the date of the 
bills of lading’’ ? No question arose as to the proper date, but the 
documents, originally valid, had become invalid before being tendered. 
The decisions on c.i.f. contracts made it reasonably clear what the 
obligations of the seller really was: Jreland vy. Livingstone 
(L. R. 5 H. L. 395, 406), per Lord Blackburn. In the ordinary case 
the buyer in the ultimate resort would have a right of action against the 
shipowner. But here, as from the outbreak of war, the contract of 
affreightment being with a German shipowner was dissolved : Lsposito 
v. Bowden (7 E. & B. 763). Both parties were absolved from further 
performance. »vhen the German captain put into the Dutch East Indian 
port he was freed from all obligation to proceed to Naples. There 
was no subsisting contract upon which the buyer could maintain an 
action against the shipowner. All c.i.f. contracts, in his lordship’s 
opinion, proceeded on the theory that the shippers should tender 
effective shipping documents, and where a bill of lading was invalidated 
by war it ceased to be an effective document the tender of which must 
be accepted : Herst Co. v. Biddell (1912, A. C. 18). The theory was 
that possession of the bill of lading placed the goods at the disposal of 
the purchaser. It was ‘‘ the key which, in the hands of a rightful 
owner, unlocked the door of the warehouse ’’—per Bowen, L.J., in 
Sanders v. Maclean (11 Q. B. D. 327). In addition to this, there was 
the further point that the effect of requiring the buyer in the present 
case to accept the bill of lading involved trading with the enemy. But 
in reply it was said that no trading with the enemy not permitted by 
the Proclamation would be entered upon. The shippers could obtain 
delivery of the cargo without incurring any penalties. In his lordship’s 
opinion the decision of the learned judge below was right. In the 
second case the only real difference was that there was the additional 
objection that the insurance had been effected with German under- 
writers. The appeal would be dismissed, with costs. 

Bankes and Warrincton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, both judges, however, dissenting from the opinion of Scrutton, 
J., that a c.i.f. contract was not a sale of goods, but a sale of documents 
relating to goods. In their opinion the contract was one for the sale of 
goods, but the delivery of the goods was effected by a tender of valid 
shipping documents, the buyer obtaining either the goeds themselves, 
or a legal remedy for their non-delivery. Here he could get neither.— 
Counset, G. Wallace, K.C., and Stuart Bevan; Maurice Hill, K.C., 
and Hon. M. M. Macnaghten (in the first case); W. N. Raeburn; R. A. 
Wright (in the second case). Soricrtors, Coward & Hawksley, Sons, 
& Chance (for sellers in both cases) ; Armitage, Chapple, &: Macnaghten ; 
Thomas Cooper & Co. 

[Reported by H. Laweronp Lewis. Barrieter-at-Law j 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re SCOTT. SCOTT AND OTHERS v. SCOTT AND OTHERS. Neville, J. 
5th and 17th November. 


Revenve—WiLtt—ExemptTIon or Works or ArT FROM Duty TILL SALE— 


Enjoyment IN. Kinp—Enouisnh Domictte—ForeicGN ARTICLES— 
Finance Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vicr. c. 281), s. 20—Frnance (1909-10) 
Acr, 1910 (10 Ep. 7, c. 8), s. 63. 


In construing section 20 of the Finance Act, 1896, as amended by 
section 63 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, no distinction can be 
drawn between enjoyment in kind for a moment of time and enjoy- 
ment in kind for a period of years, and accordingly a legatee of 
exempted articles aailbe the section had ‘enjoyed them in kind,”’ 
although only for the moment of time during which they passed from 
the executor’ s agent, through fer agent, to the purchaser from her, and 
such legatee was accordingly accountable, and liable to pay the duty 
on the exempted articles. — 

All foreign articles of a testator domiciled in England pass under 


pay the duty out of the legacy, it is payable by him out of the resi- 
duary personal estate. : . 

Re Hadley (1909, 1 Ch. 20) followed. 

This was a summons to determine who was liable to pay duties on 
certain objects of historic and national interest and on certain other 
chattels in Paris belonging to a testator domiciled in England. The 
testator, Sir John Murray Scott, was a domiciled Englishman, and by 
his will he gave to Lady Sackville, free of legacy duty, all his ‘ pie- 
tures, engravings, furniture, busts, silver plate, and works of art of 
every description wheresoever situate,’’ except at his London resi- 
dence. There were divers other bequests, and his residuary real and 
personal estate was bequeathed on certain other trusts. When the tes- 
tator died, in 1912, an action was started for the administration ot 
his real and personal estate, and of the trusts of his will and codicils, 
The plaintiffs were some of the residuary legatees and one executor, 
and the defendants were the other executor and the other residuary 
legatees, and Lady Sackville was subsequently added as a defendant. 
The testator died possessed of a very valuable collection of works of 
art and articles of historic and national interest in Paris, which were 
claimed by Lady Sackville under the above bequest. In 1914, by an 
order made in the action, the executors assented to the specific bequest 
of these French chattels to Lady Sackville, and subsequently gave 
delivery of them by their agent to her agent in Paris, and he forth- 
with delivered them to a purchaser to whom Lady Sackville had con- 
tracted to sell them in 1912 Meanwhile the executors had applied to 
the Treasury, under section 20 of the Finance Act, 1896, as amended 
by section 63 of the Finance (1909-lU) Act, 1910, for a certifi- 
cate of exemption from payment of duties until sale of such of the 
French articles as were articles of historic and national interest, and 
the Treasury had certified that about 80 per cent. in value of the 
chattels were within the exemption; and two of the questions which 
now arose in the events which had happened were whether Lady Sack- 
ville, or the testator’s residuary estate, was liable to pay (1) the estate 
and legacy duties in respect of the exempted articles; and (2) the same 
duties in respect of such of the chattels as were not within the exemp- 
tion. Counsel for the plaintiffs referred to the Finance Act, 1894, 
ss. 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 and 9, and contended that the exempted articles were 
‘enjoyed in kind’’ by Lady Sackville, and so she should pay the duty 
thereon. 

NevitLe, J., after stating the facts, said : On the first point I hold, 
on the construction of section 20 of the Act of 1896 and section 63 of 
the Act of 1910, that no distinction can be drawn between enjoyment 
in kind for a moment and enjoyment in kind for a period of years. I 
hold that Lady Sackville has ‘‘ enjoyed in kind,’’ though only for a 
most transient period, the exempted chattels, and is therefore, under 
the sections, the party accountable and liable to pay both the estate 
duty and legacy duty in respect of the chattels comprised in the certifi 
cate of exemption. On the second point I hold that all the foreign 
chattels of a testator domiciled in England pass under the will to his 
executor as such; that is, in his character as executor (Re Hadley, 
1909, 1 Ch. 20), and therefore that the estate and legacy duty in 
respect of the French chattels not comprised in the certificate of 
exemption are payable out of the residuary personal estate of the tes- 
tator, the gift of the chattels being free of legacy duty.—Counset, 
Maugham, K.C., and Dighton Pollock ; Jenkins, K.C., and MacSwin- 
ney; Peterson, K.C., and J. S. Franey (for F. L. Errington, serving 
with His Majesty’s Forces). Soricrrors, Meynell d& Pemberton; 
Capron & Co. 

[Reported by L..4. Mar. Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
LIPMAN v. LIPMAN. 


Divorce—SepaRAtTIon Deep. 


Horridge, Tf. 9th December. 


A husband and wife entered into a deed of separation whereby they 
mutually agreed that neither party should institute proceedings of any 
kind against the other in any way relating to the relationship between 
them of husband and wife; but by a later clause it was agreed (inter 
alia) that if the marriage should be dissolved, or if the parties should 
be judicially separated by reason of any misconduct occurring after the 
date of the deed, then all the covenants and provisions contained in the 
deed should become void. The husband, it was alleged, had been 
quilty of cruelty before, and of adultery after, the date of the deed. 
The wife presented a petition for divorce on the grounds of the hus- 
band’s cruelty and adultery. 

Held, that the clause in the deed as to the institution of proceedings, 
though it could only operate as a bar to proceedings instituted on 
grounds which had arisen before the date of the deed, prevented the wife 
from relying on the hushband’s cruelty, which was antecedent to the 
deed; and although the subsequent adultery of the husband would 
entitle the wife to a judicial separation, and thereupon, the covenants 
in the deed becoming void, she might, on a subsequent petition, obtain 
a dissolution of marriage, yet the Court would not, by granting in the 
present petition a decree nisi dissolving the marriage, relieve her from 
the necessity of taking that circuitous mode of obtaining relief. 
Dowling rv. Dowling (1898, P. 228) and Bourne rv. Bourne (1913, 7’ 
164) not followed. 





his will to his executor as such, and, in the absence of directions to 


In this undefended petition f ‘elia Lipman, the petitioner, 
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prayed for the dissolution of her marriage with Solomon Lipman, her 
husband, on the grounds of his cruelty and adultery. The parties were 
married on 9th February, 1908, and lived together until August, 1908, 
when the wife left the husband, in consequence, as she alleged, of his 
cruelty. On 15th August, 1908, a deed of separation was executed by 
the husband and wife. Clause 3 of the deed was as follows :—‘‘ Neither 
the said Solomon Lipman nor the said Celia Lipman shall require or 
compel, or endeavour to compel, the other of them to cohabit or dwell 
vith him or her by any legal proceedings for restitution of conjugal 
rights, or institute or bring or cause to be instituted or brought any 
proceedings of any kind whatsoever in any court of law against the other 
in any way relating to the relationship between them of husband and 
wife.’ Clause 9 of the deed was as follows :—‘* Provided always and it 
is hereby agreed and declared that if the said Solomon Lipman and Celia 
Lipman shall be reconciled and return to cohabitation, or if the marriage 
shall be dissolved, or the parties shall be judicially separated by reason 
of any misconduct occurring after the date hereof, then and in any of 
such cases all the covenants and provisions hereinafter contained shall 
become void and of none effect, but without prejudice to any act pre- 
viously made or done hereunder, or any proceedings on the part of 
either of the parties hereto in respect of any then antecedent breach of 
any of the covenants or provisions therein contained.”’ Evidence was 
given of cruelty on the part of the husband before the execution of the 
deed of separation, and of adultery subsequent to the execution of the 
deed. Counsel for the wife submitted that clause 3 of the deed of 
separation, in so far as it purported to prohibit the institution of pro 
ceedings ‘ vay relating to the relationship of husband and wife,”’ 
was void as against public policy. [Horripce, J. : It is clear that the 
clause must be limited to grounds of complaint which had arisen prior 
to the execution of the deed. Its effect, then, is that the wife is pre- 
cluded from relying on the cruelty of the husband, which was ante- 
cedent to the deed; the clause prevents the revival of the cruelty by 
the subsequent adultery.] Clause 9 of the deed provided that the cove- 
nants and provisions of the deed were to become void if the parties 
should be “ judicially separated by reason of any misconduct occurring 
after the date’ of the deed. In the cases of Dowling v. Dowling (47 
W. R. 272: 1898. P. 228) and Bourne v. Bourne (1913, P. 164), in which 
the facts were similar to those in the present case, it had been held that 
inasmuch as the subsequent adultery of the husband would entitle the 
wife to a judicial separation, and thereupon the covenants in the deed 
of separation would become void, and she might then in subsequent 


in any 


proceedings obtain a dissolution of marriage, the Court would 
not put her to.such a circuitous mode of obtaining relief, 
but would at once grant a decree nisi dissolving the marriage. 


fHorrince, J. : I have previously had occasion to consider those cases. 
In Bourne v. Bourne (supra) Evans, P., did not expressly decide that 
the Court was justified in taking the short way of granting relief indi- 
cated He merely followed the decision of Gorell Barnes, P., in 
Dowling v. Dowling (supra), which went entirely on the ground that the 
deed of separation had not been pleaded by the eect wo. j The sugges- 
tion that the effects of covenants in a deed of separation which had not 
been pleaded by the respondent might be ignored was negatived in the 
case of Kennedy v. Kennedy (1907, P. 49) ; a case to which the attention 
of Evans, P., was not drawn when he decided Bourne v. Bourne.] R. F. 
Bayford, as emicus curiae, said that in his recollection the contention that 
the Court might, in the circumstances, avoid putting the wife to a 
circuitous mode of obtaining relief by granting at once a decree for 
divorce, was considered by Gorell Barnes, P., in Dowling v. Dowling. 
fHorrince, J. : The shorthand note of that case shall be looked up. If 
[ find that there is authority for taking the suggested course I will follow 
if. The shorthand note of the case of Dowling v. Dowling was read. 
It appeared that the contention referred to had been put forward by 
counsel in argument, but did not form the basis of the decision of 
Gorell Barnes, P.] 

Horrince, J.—The case of Kennedy v. Kennedy has practically over 
ruled Dowling v. Dowling; and that case was not quoted to Evans, P., 
in Bourne v. Bourne. I think, therefore, that in the present case I must 
grant the wife a judicial separation on the ground of the husband’s 


adultery. The effect of that will be to put an end to the deed, and the 


| and the judge aasents to such a course. 


the safer course is that, the evidence should be interpreted unless the 
prisoner or his counsel are willing to dispense with the interpretation 
He should not assent unless 
he ia satisfied that the prisoner knows the nature of the case which is 
made against; him, and in any case any substantial departure from, or 
addition to, the evidence appearing on the depositions should be 
Sameeyeetes to the prisoner, even if his counsel does not apply for i 
to be done. ; 

The appellant, a Chinaman, who understood hardly any English, was 

convicted of murder. He was defended by counsel at the trial, whe 
= not apply that the evidence should be interpreted, nor was this 
aone. , 
Held, that, as the evidence at the trial did not differ from that 
given at the police court, which had been interpreted, no substantial 
miscarriage of justice had occurred. The appeal was therefore dis 
missed under section 4 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907. 

This was an appeal against conviction for murder. The appellant 
was a Chinaman who understood very little English. At the police 
court proceedings he was defended by counsel and all the evidence 
was interpreted. At the trial the same counsel appeared for him; 
the evidence given, which did not depart from the depositions, was 
not interpreted, nor did counsel apply that it should be. On appeal 
it was argued that the failure to interpret the evidence was an 
irregularity which ought to cause the conviction to be quashed, since 
all trials tor felony must take place in the presence of the prisoner, 
unless his conduct rendered the carrying on of the trial in his presence 
impossible. Where the prisoner could not understand the evidence 
— against him, this rule could not be said to have been complied 
with. 

Lord Reapine, L.C.J., delivering the written judgment of Tue Covet 
(Scrurton and Low, JJ., with him), said: Atter careful examination 
of the evidence and of the proceedings at the trial, and assuming that 
there was irregularity as contended, this Court is satistied tuat no 
actual miscarriage of justice has occurred, and, therefore, in accord 
ance with the proviso to section 4 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, 
the appeal should be dismissed. Notwithstanding that we have arrived 
at this conclusion, we think it advisable to deal with the abstract 
question raised. When a foreigner is on trial on an indictment for 


| a criminal offence, and he is ignorant of the English language and is 


| 


undefended, the evidence given at the trial must be translated to him. 
if he states that he understands part of the evidence, and does not 
wish that part translated, it need not be translated, unless the judge 
in his discretion thinks otherwise. For example, if an agreement in 
writing, signed by the accused, is put in evidence by the Crown, it 
might well be that the accused knew the contents, and did not wish 
a translation. If he does not understand the English language, he 
cannot waive compliance with the rule that the evidence must be 
translated ; he cannot dispense with it by express.or implied consent, 
and it matters not that no application is made by him for the assist- 
ance of an interpreter. It is for the court to see that the necessary 


| means are adopted to convey the evidence to his intelligence, notwith- 
| Standing that, either through ignorance or timidity or disregard of 


wife can then present a petition for divorce on the ground of the 


husband's cruelty and adultery. I will, however, ask my brother Bar- 
grave Deane, J., whether he has ever taken the short course of pro- 
nouncing at once a decree nisi for divorce in these circumstances. [After 
consultation with Bargrave Deane, J. :] I find that my brother has never 
taken that course, and accordingly I pronounce a decree of judicial 
separation on the ground of the hushband’s adulterv, with costs.— 
Counsen, Cartwright Sharp, for M. Drucquer (now with H.M. Forces). 
Soricrror, Joseph N. Nabarro, 
[Reported by Currrorp Morrmen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


. . 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 
REX » LEE KUN. 6th and 17th December. 
Criminat Law—Murper—Prisoner Unaste TO UNDERSTAND ENGLISH 
Evipence at Triat not InterPreren—Prisoner DerenpED BY 
Counset—No Apptication TO Have Evipence INTERPRETED. 
Where a prisoner who understands little or no English ia tried for 


and is undefended by counsel, all the evidence at 


a criminal offence, 
is defended by counsel, 


the trial should be interpreted to him. If he 





his own interests, he makes no application to the court. The reason 
is that the trial of a person for a criminal offence is not a contest of 
private interests in which the rights of parties can be waived at 
pleasure. The prosecution of criminals and the administration of the 
criminal law are matters which concern the State. Every citizen has 
an interest in seeing that persons are not convicted of crimes, and do 
not forfeit life or liberty, except when tried under the safeguards s0 
carefully provided by the law. The more difficult question arises 
when an accused foreigner, ignorant of the English language, is 
defended by counsel, and no application is made to the court for the 
translation of the evidence. There is no rule of Jaw to be found in 
the books on the subject, and, as the result of inquiry which we have 
had made since the argument, it has become clear that the practice of 
the courts in this respect has varied considerably during the last fifty 
years. We have come to the conclusion that the safer, and therefore 
the wiser, course is that the evidence should be interpreted to the 
prisoner, except when he or counsel on his behalf expresses a wish to 
dispense with the translation, and the judge thinks fit to permit the 
omission ; the judge should not permit it unless he is of opinion that 


| because of what has passed before the trial, the accused substantially 


| an irregularity, or is an irregularity which vitiates the procee 


understands the evidence to be given and the case to be made against 
him at the trial. If there should be a substantial departure from the 
evidence recorded in the depositions, the judge would take care, even 
if counsel omitted to ask it, that the variation or addition should be 
translated to the accused, so that he might have an opportunity of 
throwing further light upon the case. It is not suggested in the 
present case that any additional evidence could have been given, oF 
anv light thrown upon the case, had the evidence, which in fact 
followed the depositions, been again translated to the accused. There 
is no authority in English law for the proposition that the omission 
to translate the evidence in the circumstances under es 4 

dings 
We think that the question whether there was an irregularity in the 
proceedings by reason of the omission to translate when the accused 
is defended by counsel. is not a matter of law, but of practice in ou! 
courts, and that practice is not settled. In any event we could not, 
as a matter of law, even apart from the considerations under section 4 
of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, hold that an irregularity had bees 
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committed at the trial which would justify the quashing of the con- 
viction. The result is that the appeal must be dismissed.—CovunseL, 
Tristram Beresford; Bodkin and Boyd. Soxicrrors, Ballantine, 
Chfjord, & Hett; The Director of Public Prosecutions. 
[Reported by 4A. L. B. Tuesicrr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c 


High Court of Justice. 
CHRISTMAS VACATION, 1915-6. 
NOTICE. 

There will be no sitting in Court during the Christmas Vacation. 

During the Christmas Vacation, all applications “ which may require 
to be immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to the Judge 
who for the time being shall act as Vacation Judge. 

The Honourable Mr. Justice Younger will act as Vacation Judge from 
Wednesday, 22nd December, to Friday, 31st December, 1915, both days 
inclusive. His Lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on 
Wednesday, 29th December, at 10.30. 

The Honourable Mr. Justice Low will act as Vacation Judge from 
Saturday, lst January, 1916, to Monday, 10th January, both days 
inclusive. His Lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers 
on Thursday, 6th January, at 10.30. 

On days other than those when the Vacation Judges sit in Chambers 
applications in urgent matters may be made to their Lordships per- 
sonally or by post. 

When applications are made by post the brief of counsel should be 
sent to the Judge, by post or rail prepaid, accompanied by office copies 
of the affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute, on 
a separate sheet of paper, signed by Counsel, of the order he may 
consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently 
stamped, capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows :— 
“Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery 
Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.”’ 

applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar, 

The address of the Judge for the time being acting as Vacation 
Judge can be obtained on application at the Chancery Registrars’ 
Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 

The Chambérs of Mr. Justice Neville and Mr. Justice Astbury (E to K 
Division) will be open for Vacation business only from 10 to 2 on 
Friday, 24th December; Tuesday, 28th December; Wednesday, 29th 
December; Thursday, 30th December; Friday, 3lst December, 1915; 
Tiesday, 4th January; Wednesday, 5th January; and Thursday, 6th 
January, 1916. 

— Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, December, 
1915. 





War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 17th December contains the following :— 

1. A Notice dated 16th December of the issue of Exchequer Bonds 
under the Acts 29 Vict. c. 25; 52 Vict. c. 6; and 5 & 6 Geo. V. c. 55, 
bearing interest from the date of purchase at £5 per cent. per annum, 
payable half-yearly on the 1st June and the 1st December, repayable at 
par on the 1st December, 1920. Price of issue fixed by H.M. Treasury 
at £100 per cent. 

The Notice includes the following statement : — 


The bonds will be issued in denominations of £100, £200, 
£500, £1;000 and £5,000, and will bear interest at £5 per cent. 
per annum, payable half-yearly by coupon, the first coupon on each 
bond representing interest to the lst June, 1916, from the date 
upon which payment for the bond is made. 

In the event of future loans (other than issues made abroad or 
issues of Exchequer bonds, Treasury bills, or similar short-dated 
securities) being raised by His Majesty's Government for the purpose 
of carrying on the war, bonds of this issue will be accepted, together 
with all undue eoupens, as the equivalent of cash to the amount 
of their face value for the purpose of subscription to any such loan. 
Interest accrued to the date of the surrender of a bond will be paid 
ia cash. 

Bonds of this issue, and the interest payable from time to time in 
respect thereof, will be exempt from all British taxation, present 
or future, if it is shown in the manner directed by the Treasury 
that they are in the beneficial ownership of a person who is neither 
domiciled, nor ordinarily resident, in the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland. Where a bond belongs to such a holder, the 
Telative coupons will be paid without deduction for income, tax, or 
other taxes, if accompanied by a declaration of ownership in such 
form as may be required by the Treasury. 


2. A Preliminary Notice dated 15th December, that with a view to 
facilitating the maintaining of the exchanges between the United King- 
h and the United States of America, the Lords Commissioners of His 
Majesty's Treasury are prepared to purchase American (including cer- 
tain Canadian) dollar securities (including sterling securities convertible 


dollars or sterling at the holder’s option, but not purely sterling 
securities) owned in this country, or to receive such securities on deposit 
for use as cover for short loans to be contracted in America. 
The securities which are regarded as suitable for these purposes 
are— 
(1) Securities in which Savings Banks in the United States 
of America are authorised to invest; and 
(2) Any other securities which are customarily accepted as 
security by bankers in the United States. ; 
Of the two alternatives above suggested, the Treasury prefer that 
of purchase in all cases in which the holder of the securities is in 
a position to sel] them outright. The alternative of deposit on 
loan is intended to meet the case of those holders who are not in a 
position to sell, but are able and willing to assist the Government 
by lending their securities. 

The Notice contains detailed regulations as to purchase and deposit 
on Joan respectively. 

5. A General Order, dated 14th December (printed below) of the 
Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic). 

The London Gazette of 21st December contains the following : 

4. An Order in Council, dated 20th December, further amending the 
Proclamation of 28th July, 1915, prohibiting the exportation from the 
United Kingdom of certain articles to certain or al] destinations. It 
includes the prohibition of the exportation to all destinations of 
hematite pig iron. 

5. A Treasury Notice dated 21st December, that on or after 1st 
January, 1916, holders of American (including Canadian) dollar securities 
are invited to place their securities at the disposal of the Treasury either 
by sale to the Treasury or, if they are not prepared to sell them, by 
deposit on loan with the Treasury, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Memorandum printed in the London Gazette of 17th December, 
1915 (supra). The Notice contains explanations intended to facilitate 
the working of the scheme. 

6. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 16th December (printed below) 
giving the Austro-Hungarian lists of absolute and conditional contraband. 
7. An Admiralty Notice to mariners, dated 20th December (No. 1251 
of the year 1915), relating to England, West Coast (River Mersey—pro- 
hibited anchorage). 


Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control). 


GENERAL ORDER (AMENDING AND EXPLANATORY) OF THE CENTRAL 
Controt Boarp (Liquor TRarric). 


We the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm hereby make the following General Order : 

Additional Saving Provision. 

1. The following paragraph shall be inserted after paragraph (a) of 
the Article entitled “ Saving Provisions” in each of the Orders of the 
Board now in force in the respective areas to which the Defence of 
the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and any Regulations 
amending the same, have been applied. 

(a2) ‘Lhe consumption of intoxicating liquor at a meal by any person 
in any licensed premises or club at any time within half an hour after 
the conclusion of the afternoon 4nd evening hours during which the 
sale or supply of intoxicating liquor is permitted by this Order; Pro- 
vided that the liquor was sold or supplied and served during such 
hours at the same time as the meal and tor consumption at the meal : 
And each of the said Orders shall be read as if the said paragraph 
were inserted as aforesaid in the said Article. 

In the application of this Order to any area Or part of an area situate 
in Scotland this Order shall be read as if the expression ‘‘ exciseable 
liquor ’’ were substituted for the expression ‘ intoxicating liquor.”’ 


Hours of Opening in England and Wales on Christmas Day. 


2. ‘he hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold and 
supplied on Christmas Day in licensed premises and clubs in any such 
area or part of an area situate in England or Wales whether for con 
sumption on or off the premises shall in each case be the hours during 
which by the provisions of Article (2) of the said respective Ordgrs 
applying to areas or parts of areas situate in England or Wales such 
sale or supply for consumption on or off the premises is respectively 
permitted on Sundays. 


PROVIDED ALWAYS— 


(a) In such part of the Western Border Area as is situate in England 
the hours shall be the hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m., and 
between 6.30 p.m. and 9 p.m. for consumption on the premises and the 
hours ‘between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m. and 6.30 p.m. and 8 p.m. for 
consumption off the premises : 

(5) In the areas of Newport, Cardiff and Barry the hours shall be 
the hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m. and 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. for 
consumption on the premises and the hours between 12.30 p.m. and 
2.30 p.m. and 6 p.m. and 7 p.m. for consumption off the premises : 
And Article (2) of each of the said Orders applying to areas or parts 
of areas situate in England or Wales shall be read as if the provisions 





into dollar securities, and securities carrying the right to payment in 


of this Article were inserted therin. 
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This Order shall not apply to the London area, 
Given under the Seal of the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) | 
of December, 1915. | 

LU) ABERNON, Chairman, 
Joun Paoper, Member of the Board. 


this fourteenth day 


Austro-Hungarian Contraband Lists. 


Foreign Office, 
December 16, 1915. 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs has received from the 
United States Ambassador a copy of lists of absolute and conditional 
contraband of war communicated by the Austro-Hungarian Government 
to the United States Embassy in Vienna on the 12th ultimo. The 
English translation of the lists is as follows : 


fheolute Contraband. 


1. Arms of all kinds, including arms for sporting purposes, and their | 
distinctive component parts. 

2. Projectiles, charges and cartridges of all kinds, and their dis 
tinctive component parts. | 

3. Gunpowder and explosives of all kinds 

4. Gun-mountings, ammunition wagons, limbers, transport wagons, 
field forges, gun barrels, field kitchens, field bakeries, searchlights, 
searchlight material, and their distinctive component parts. ‘2 

5. Clothing and equipment of a distinctively military character. 

6. All kinds of harness of a distinctively military character. 

7. Saddle, draught, and pack animals suitable for use in war. 

8. Articles of camp equipment and their distinctive component parts. 

¥. Armour plates. 

10. Warships, including boats, and their distinctive component parts 
of such a nature that they can only be used on a vessel of war; 
sheathing and shipbuilding steel. : 

_ il. Implements and apparatus designed exclusively for the manu- 
facture or repair of arms and war material. ‘ 

12. Airships and flying machines of all kinds, their distinctive com- 
ponent parts and accessories, articles and material recognisable as 
intended for use in connection with aircraft and airships. ? 

13. Motor vehicles of all kinds and their component parts. 

14. Range finders and their distinctive component parts. 

15. Binoculars, telescopes, chronometers and nautical instruments of 
all kinds. 

16. Submarine sound signalling apparatus. 

17. Barbed wire and implements for fixing and cutting the same. 

18. Ingredients of explosives, viz., nitric acid, sulphuric acid, 
glycerine, acetone, calcium acetate, sulphur, nitrate of potassium, the 
fractions of the distillation products of coal tar between benzol and 
cresol inclusive, methylaniline, ammonium perchlorate, sodium _per- 
chlorate, sodium chlorate, barium chlorate, ammonium nitrate, cyana- 
myde, potassium chlorate, calcium nitrate, mercury; toluol and the 
compounds of toluol extracted from tar, petroleum or in any other 
manner. 

19. Ammonia and its simple and compound salts; 
carbamide, aniline and its compounds, 

20. Ferro alloys, including ferro-tungsten, ferro-molybdenum, ferro- 
manganese, ferro-vanadium, ferro-chrome. ; 

21. The following metals: tungsten, molybdenum, 
nickel, selenium, cobalt, hematite pig-iron, manganese. 

22. The following ores: wolframite, scheelite, molybdenite, nickel 
ore, chrome ore, hematite iron ore, manganese ore, zinc ore, lead ore, 


liquid ammonia, 


vanadium, 


| tanning. 





bauxite, cryolite. 

23. Aluminium, alumina and salts of aluminium. 

24. Antimony, together with its sulphides and oxides. 

25. Copper, unwrought and part wrought, copper wire. 

26. Lead, pig, sheet or pipe. 

27. Iron pyrites 

28. Tin, chloride of tin, tin ore. 

29 Copper iodide. 

50. Animal wool, raw or manufactured, including yarn whether 
carded or worsted. i 

31. Hides of all kinds, dry or wet. 

32. Leather, undressed or dressed, suitable for saddlery, harness, 
military boots or military articles of clothing. ; 

33. Rubber tyres for motor vehicles and for cycles, together with 
articles or materials especially adapted for use in the manufacture or 





repair of tyres. 
34. Rubber of all kinds and goods made of rubber. 
35. Resinous products, camphor and turpentine. 
36. Mineral oils, raw and refined, and other fuel used for engines. 
37. Castor oil. 
38. Paraffin wax. | 
39. Lubricants. 
40. Lathes of all kinds and other machines and tools suitable for use 

in the production of munitions of war. 
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41. Tinplates. 
42. Coal and coke. 
43. Mine timber. 


44. Flax. 
45. Maps and plans of any place within the territory of any 


| belligerent, or within the area of military operations, on a scale of 


1/250,000 or any¥ larger scale, and reproductions on any scale, by photo- 
graphs or otherwise, of such maps and plans. 
Conditional Contraband. 

1. Foodstuffs. 

2. Forage and feeding stuffs for animals of all kinds. 

3. The following articles, if suitable for use in war :—Clothing, 
fabrics for clothing, boots and shoes. 

4. Gold and silver, in coin or bullion; paper money. 

5. Vehicles of all kinds, other than motor vehicles, available for use 


| in war, and their component parts. 


6. Vessels, craft, and boats of all kinds, floating docks, apparatus for 


| dry docks, and their component parts. 


(. Railway materials, both fixed and rolling stock, and materials for 
telegraphs, wireless telegraphs, and telephones. 

8. Fuel, other than coal, coke and mineral oils. 

9. Linseed oil. 

10. Horseshoes and shoeing materials. 

11. Harness and saddlery. 

12. Tanning material of all kinds, including the extracts used in 

13. Timber of all kinds, raw or manufactured (especially hewn, 
sawn, planed, and grooved timber), with the exception of mine timber; 


wood tar. 


Army Reserve. 


Whereas by a Proclamation dated the 4th of August, 1914, His 
Majesty in exercise of powers conferred upon him by the Reserve Forces 
Act, 1882, ordered (The Right Hon. Herbert Henry Asquith, one of 
His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State) from time to time to 
give, and, when given, to revoke or vary such directions as might seem 
necessary or proper for calling out the Army Reserve or all or any of 
the men belonging thereto. 

And whereas by a Royal Warrant dated the 20th day of October, 
1915, His Majesty was pleased to order that men enlisted under the 
terms thereof might with their consent be transferred to the Reserve. 

I. Field-Marshal the Right Hon. Earl Kitchener, K.G., K.P., one 
of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State, now therefore do 
hereby direct as follows :— 

That men who have been enlisted and passed forthwith to the Army 
Reserve under Royal Warrant dated 20th October, 1915, and classified 
in the group or groups mentioned in the subjoined Schedule, are 
required to report themselves on such date and at such place as may 
hereafter be directed for the purpose of rejoining the Army. 

If they do not receive any such directions within thirty days from 
the date of this Proclamation and if they have changed their address 
since the date of their attestation, they will report by letter to the 
Recruiting Officer at the Recruiting Office where they were attested, or 
to the Office the address of which is entered on their card Army Form 
W.3194. The necessary instructions as to their joining will then be 
given. 

All claims to be placed in a later group must be submitted to the 
Clerk to the Local Council not later than ten days from the date of 
this Notice. 

N.B.—The publication of this Notice in the Parish in which the last 
registered place of abode of a man belonging to any of the undermen- 
tioned groups is situate shall be sufficient notice to such man, notwith- 


|"standing that a copy of such notice is not served on him. 


SCHEDULE. 
Date on which the groups will 


Groups. commence to be called up. 


Second Group 
Third Group 
Fourth Group 
Fifth Group 
20th December. 


20th January, 1916. 


Appeals to Recruiting Tribunals. 


The following outline of procedure to be followed in the case ol 
appeals for postponement of service by men who have enlisted under 
the group system has been issued :— 

(1) A claimant should obtain the official forms of notice of claim 
from the Local Tribunal. In most cases the office of the Local 
Tribunal will be found at the office of the Local Municipal 
Authority. 

2) The Local Tribunal on receipt of notice of claim forwards tt 
at once to the military representative. 

3) The military representative, in consultation with his Advisory 
Committee, considers the claim, and if they agree that it is reason 
ible the claim is assented to. In this case no formal proceedings 
before the Local Tribunal take place, and the claimant is simply 
notified by the Local Tribunal that his claim has been assented to. 
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lf the wT representative and the Advisory Committee con- 
sider that the claim should not be assented to either because 
(a) the case is not one in which postponement should be 
allowed ; or 
(6) that postponement for more groups than is necessary has 
been claimed, 
the military representative notifies the Local Tribunal that the claim 
is objected to. In this case the Local Tribunal fixes a date for 
hearing the claimant and the military representative. 
(4) If the claimant is dissafisfied with the decision of the Local 
Tribunal, he has a right of appeal to the Central Appeal Tribunal. 


Enemy Rubber by Parcels Post. 


The Foreign Office have issued the following for publication :— 

With regard to the seizure of parcel mails on the s.s. Hellig Olav, it 
has been ascertained that out of the 30u bags of parcel mails on board 
the above vessel for Sweden no less than 109 contained nothing except 
rubber. They were all consigned to one well-known enemy forwarding 
agent in Sweden. The estimated weight of the rubber seized is about 
8,000 Ib. 

Practically no other contraband was found ; examination has now been 
concluded, and the Post Office have been requested to clear the innocent 
parcels at once, and to forward them to their destination as quickly 
as possible. 3 


Export Prohibitions by Neutral States. 


The Norwegian Government has prohibited the export of nitrate of 


a. 
ag Danish Government has prohibited the export of all fats and 
acids. 


Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic). 


On and from 24th December the address of the Central Control Board 
(Liquor Traffic) will be Canada House, Kingsway, London, W.C. 





County Courts, England. 
FEES. 
Treasury Orper, Daten 10TH Decemper, 1915, Recunatinc Fexs 
In County CovuRTs. 

In pursuance of the powers given by the County Courts Act, 1888, 
and of all other powers enabling Us in this behalf, We, the under- 
signed, being two of the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury, 

ose names are hereunto subscribed, do hereby, with the consent of 
the Lord Chancellor, order that, on and after the 1st day of January, 
1916, the several alterations and additions to the Schedules to the 
Treasury Order regulating Fees in County Courts, dated the 30th day 
of December, 1913 (as amended from time to time), specified in the 
Schedule hereunto written shall have effect. 

(Signed) Geo. H. Rorerts. 
9” Witiiam C. BRIDGEMAN. 
I approve of this Order, 


(Signed) SUCKMASTER, C. 


SCHEDULE A. 

(l.) The following words, viz., ‘‘or claim for the recovery of a 
tenement for non-payment of rent under Section 139” shall be struck 
out of paragraph 12. 

(2.) The following paragraph shall be added to this schedule :— 

a £ s. d. 
61. On a notice of appeal under the Nationa] Insur- 
ance Act, 1911, Section 66, or the National Insur- 
ance Act, 1913, Section 27, Sub-section 2, to 
include the hearing of the appeal ... oun 
SCHEDULE B. PART TI. 
General. Registrar's Fees. 
_ (3.) There shail be inserted in paragraph 15, before the words “ includ- 
ing copy for service,’ the following words and figures; “or under 
the National Insurance Acts, 1911 and 1913.” 

(4.) The following shall be added to paragraph 18, viz. : ‘“‘ Order 
XLII (A).” 

_(5.) The following words shall be added to item (8A) of paragraph 26, 
viz, :— 

“ but the aggregate of such fees in any one case in which compen- 
sation is ordered to be paid into court by instalments shall not 
exceed the invéstment fee under item (12) which would have been 
chargeable had one investment been ordered of the total amount 
of compensation.” 

(6.) The following words shall be added to paragraph 33B, viz. : 

“ unless Susiathetion in equity is exercised and there is no fee for 
a similar proceeding in bankruptcy, in which case fees shall be 
chargeable under Part II. of this schedule.” 


100 





Propatre 1x CANADA AND U.S.A.—If you act for executors of estates 
holding shares in Canadian or American companies you will be interested 
in the pamphlet, free on application, issued by Equitable Trust of 
London (Limited), 3; Lombard-street, London, E.C.—[Advt.] 





The Late Lord Alverstone. 


At the sitting of the Court of Criminal Appeal on the 17th inst., the 
Lord Chief Justice, addressing the Attorney-General, said that this 
was the first occasion since the death of Lord Alverstone on which he 
had sat in court, and he could not let the occasion pass without some 
reference to him whom they mourned. He was the first President of 
the court when it was instituted. He had to assist and guide in the 
framing of the rules of practice for that court, which was then a novelty. 
Through that period all those who practised there and all those who 
were accustomed to refer to the decisions of that court, would agree 
with the judges for whom he spoke when he said that they were 
indebted to him for a most invaluable work. : 

Lord Alverstone never spared himself in that or in any other publi¢ 
duty, and he had left a record in the reports of the cases heard in 
that court which served every day throughout the land as a guide to 
those who had to administer the criminal law. He would only add that 
in that work he was, as in every other department of his life, humane 
and generous. He knew something of the frailty of human nature and 
at the same time was imbued with a strong sense of justice and of 
public duty, and managed to combine these attributes and to deal with 
the sentences which had to be revised by that court with mercy and 
invariably in a humane spirit. 

If he might add one word of a personal character, it would be that 
throughout his practice before Lord Alverstone, when he was at the 
Bar and afterwards from the moment when he went to the Bench, he 
had never received anything but the most generous and kindly encour- 
agement from one whose loss they most deeply mourned. He was sure 
that in this personal reference he was only saying for himself what 
all those who had come in contact with Lord Alverstone had felt. 

The Attorney-General (Sir F. E, Smith) said that the tribute of the 
Bench and Bar was paid to Lord Alverstone when he resigned his high 
office. What was then said was well said, and it would be idle to repeat 
it. The Bar, however, would be glad that the Lord Chief Justice had 
spoken of the special services which Lord Alverstone had rendered to 
the Court of Criminal Appeal, because they were thereby enabled to 
place on record their sense of the kindness with which Lord Alverstone 
had always treated them. 

The funeral service for Viscount Alverstone took place last Saturday 
at Cranleigh Parish Church, and the interment at West Norwood 
Cemetery. Memorial services were also held at Lincoln’s Inn Chapel 
and at St. Mary Abbot’s, Kensington, 

The Prime Minister was present at the Lincoln’s Inn service, and the 
congregation also included; The Lord Chief Justice, the Karl and 
Countess of Halsbury, Sir Edward Carson, Sir Edward Clarke, Mr. 
Justice Horridge, the Master of Charterhouse, Mr. Justice Lawrence, 
Lord Atkinson, Mr. Justice Ridley, Lord Muir-Mackenzie, Mr. Justice 
Lush, Lord Justice Pickford, Mr, Justice Coleridge, Mr. Justice Eve, 
Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, Mr. Justice Sargent, Mr. Justice Low, 
Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Rowlatt, Mr. Justice Scrutton, Lord 
and Lady Mersey, Lord Justice Warrington, Mr. Justice Avory, Mr. 
Justice Younger, Viscount Bryce, Mr. R. Muir Mackenzie (representing 
the Lord Chancellor), Master Lawford, Mr. H. C. A. Bingley (secretary 
of the General Council of the Bar), Sir John Mellor, Lord and Lady 
Wrenbury, and Mr. Taylor, President of the Law Society. 

The Lord Chancellor, Viscount Haldane, and Lord Sumner were 
unable to attend, as they were engaged all day in hearing an important 
appeal, ’ 

At the funeral service at Cranleigh Parish Church, the Bishop of 
Winchester officiated. The family mourners were: Miss Webster and 
Miss Avice Webster (sisters), Mr. and the Hon. Mrs. Shaw-Mellor (son- 
in-law and daughter), Mr. Hugh Webster (nephew), and Mrs. Webster, 
Mrs. Frank Webster Revethy oy, oy Mrs. Ramsay (daughter-in-law), and 
the Misses Boyce (cousins). Others present in¢luded: Mr. Justice Bray, 
Sir R. and Lady Vaughan Williams, Mr. C. E, Cuthell (Lord Alver- 
stone’s first pupil), Prebendary F. 8S, Webster, the Rev. F. Fletcher 
(Head Master of Charterhouse), Dr. T. K. Page (Governor of Charter- 
house), Major Smart (Charterhouse 0.T.C.), Mr, A. H. Tod (Old 
Carthusians Club), Sir Charles Chadwyck-Healey and Miss Healey, and 
Mr. Murray Marshall (representing the Surrey County Cricket Ciub). 

The interment took place at West Norwood Cemetery, among those 
present being: Lord Justice Phillimore, Lord Justice Bankes, Colonel 
Carr Calthrop (brother-in-law), Mr. Ernest Pollock, K.C., M.P., Mr. 
Rawlinson, K.C., M.P., Mr. Compston, K.C., Mr. C Tyrrell Giles, 
K.C., Dr. Baty (International Law Association), Captain H. D. G. 
Leveson-Gower, Captain F. G. Thorne, Lieutenant W. Findlay, Mr. 
A. M. Latham, Mr. H. H. Scott, and the following professionals; J. 
Hobbs, “ Razor’ Smith, H. Strudwick, S. Surridge, W. A. Peters, and 
Sam Apted, representing the Surrey Cricket Club; Mr. G. V. Schofield, 
Mr. W. M. Barnard, and Mr, H. J. Barclay (Amateur Athletic Associa- 
tion); Dr. A. Voelcker, Mr. J. E. Fowler-Dixon, Mr. P. Tippett, and 
Mr. D. J. Basan (London Athletic Club); Sir A. C. Mackenzie and 
Sir Edward Cooper (Royal Academy of Music), and representatives of 
the London Temperance Hospital, the North China and Shantung Mis- 
sion, the Abbey Glee Club, the Madrigal Society, Queen’s Club, the 
United Law Clerks Society, the Institution of Civil Engineers, Birkbeck 
College, the Isthmian Club, the Surveyors’ Institution, and the Ragged 


School Union, 





162 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Dec. 25,1915 








Presentation to Sir E. Clarke. 


On his retirement from practice in the summer of 1914, Sir Edward 
Clarke’s friends at the Bar, says the 7imes, commissioned Mr. Solomon 
J. Solomon, R.A., to paint a presentation portrait. The portrait has 
been exhibited in the Hall of the Inner Temple, and the Attorney- 
General, on behalf of the subscribers, has requested Sir Edward 
Clarke to accept it. 

The following letters have passed between them :— 

** December 10, 1915. 

‘Dear Sir Edward,—When you announced your retirement from 
practice a year ago, your friends at the Bar desired that you and your 
family should have a lasting reminder of their admiration and regard, 
and you were good enough to approve the suggestion that they should 
be permitted to present you with your portrait. 

‘The picture has now been painted, and it falls to me, as the 
official head of the Bar, to ask you to accept it. Those who come 
after us will see in it the likeness of an orator of unsurpassed elo- 
quence ; of a lawyer who might have been a great judge, but preferred 
to remain a great advocate; of a politician whose high character and 
singleness of -purpose were acknowledged by all. It is the hope of 
your former brethren, young and old, that you may long enjoy the 
leisure that you have earned so well.—Believe me, yours very sincerely, 

: ‘“FReDERICK SMITH. 

‘*The Right Hon. Sir Edward Clarke, K.C.”’ 

‘* Peterhouse, Staines, Dec. 11, 1915. 

‘“My dear Attorney-General,—I accept with much gratitude the 
picture, which represents the kindness of many friends and the skill 
of a great artist. 

“You think and speak of me more highly than I deserve; but it is 
a constant happiness to me to know that I am regarded with so much 
esteem, and even affection, by those among whom my professional life 
was spent.—Believe me, dear Sir Frederick, always faithfully yours, 

‘** EDwARD CLARKE. 


” 


‘ Right Hon. the Attorney-General, M.P. 


Visit of the Solicitor-Lord Mayor of 
Liverpool to the Lancashire 


Palatine Court. 

We take from the Liverpool Daily Post the following intéresting 
account of the official visit of Mr, ArTHuR 8. MatHer, as Lord Mayor 
of Liverpool, to the Lancashire Palatine Court sitting there — 

The Lord Mayor of Liverpool (Alderman Mather) on Thursday, the 
16th inst., paid a State visit to the Lancashire Court of Chancery in 
session, at St. George’s Hall, and received the congratulations of Vice- 
Chancellor Stewart-Smith and the Bar, together with the Liverpool 
Law Sociesy, on his election as Chief Magistrate. The proceedings, for 
which there was no precedent in the Court’s annals, were conducted 
with the dignity characteristic of the tribunal before which the Lord 
Mayor has practised for over half a century. 

The Vice-Chancellor, in welcoming the Lord Mayor, said Alderman 
Mather had been a practitioner in the court for more years than many 
of them remembered. He had striven to maintain its jurisdiction and 
increase its business, and although he had had the largest practice in 
the court and, therefore, the most opponents, he left few enemies and 
many friends. Alderman Mather had practised under seven of his (the 
Vice-Chancellor’s) predecessors. Speaking for himself, and during a 
comparatively brief period of office, he must express his appreciation of 
the assistance he had given him in Chambers, especially in dealing with 
wards—perhaps the most delicate exercise of jurisdiction. They would 
feel sure that he would carry his high conception of duty into the 
execution of his duties as Lord Mayor, and they wished him health and 
happiness in the comparative leisure of after years. 

Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C., on behalf of the Bar, offered to the Lord 
Mayor hearty congratulations on the atttainment of his high office as 
Chief Magistrate. It was now more than thirty years since he (Mr. 
Lawrence) came to Liverpool as a struggling junior, and found that the 
zreat energy and ability characteristic of the life of the Lord Mayor 
had attained for him already a position quite — in this Court. 
It was considered a “ hall-mark”’ for any junior to be briefed by Mr. 
Mather, and when he was patronised, if he might use the word, in 
that way as a young junior, he felt that he was the gainer. Mr. Mather 
was an exacting client, but his exactions had their due reward, and 
any success which he had attained was due to the work given him by 
Mr. Mather in those early days. 

Mr, Roger Lawrence (Registrar) endorsed the tribute, and added that 
what his brother had said of his experience as a struggling junior 
applied also to himself, and no official could have had more loyal 
support than he had received from Alderman Mather, 2 

Mr. Morton (acting president of the Liverpool Law Society) tendered 
the society’s congratulations, and recalled the unbounded hospitalities of 
Alderman Mather during his presidential year. He hoped his year as 
Lord Mayor would be signalized by the proclamation of peace. 

The Lord Mayor, in reply, said:—I thank you very sincerely for 





the welcome which you have accorded me in my official capacity as 
Lord Mayor, and for the kind words which you have been good enough 
to say as to my past connection with the Court, words which I fee] 
are far more than I deserve, though I cannot but feel deeply grateful 
at receiving such a heartfelt, welcome from members of my profession, 
It is not quite correct, as it has been inferred in some quarters, that 
I am practically retiring from the profession. On the contrary, I was 
going to say I hope that there is some life left yet in the old dog, 
and after the termination of my year of office I hope to be able to 
resume more or less my professional duties. In making my appearance 
in this Court, I feel i am, as it were, coming home, for this is the 
tribunal where I received my legal training and education, and where 
my life-work has been given. I have practised here for over fifty 
years, and during all that time I have always taken the greatest 
interest and pride in trying to uphold the prestige and dignity of this 
Court, which has been, and still is, very dear to my heart; but, if 
I may be allowed, I should like to say tuat, although I have practised 
before seven of your predecessors (from whom [| received many kind- 
nesses, and who, from time to time, did me the honour to consult 
me on various points connected with the court), we never, in my 
opinion, had a judge who did more to promote the best interests of 
the suitors and the profession than your Honour, and we sincerely hope 
that you may long be spared to continue your useful work, which is so 
much appreciated by us. 

It is very gratifying to me that Mr. P. O. Lawrence, whose friend- 
ship for the last thirty years I have always so much valued, has been 
able to be with us to-day, and to take part in welcoming me here; 
and I am also glad that Mr. Morton is representing the Law Society 
to-day, because he and I were the main originators of the Chancery 
of Lancaster Act, 1890, which so greatly extended the jurisdiction of 
this court, and it was, to a great extent, owing to the valuable assistance 
which I obtained from him that the matter was successfully carried 
through. ' 

This Court has often been very rightly described, so far as the Bar 
is concerned, as the nursery or training ground for the judicial bench. 
Lord Justice Rigby, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Byrne, Mr. Justice 
Neville, and Mr. Justice Astbury all commenced their professional 
careers in this Court, as well as Sir Henry Mather Jackson, who was 
appointed as judge of the High Court, but who, unfortunately, died 
before he took his seat ; and Vice-Chancellors Robinson, Hall, and Legh 
Clare first earned their spurs as advocates in this Court. There are 
some present to-day from whose ranks, if I am anything of a prophet, 
the _— Court judicial bench may be very likely in the future 
replenished. 

I know no court where the suitors and profession have such advantages 
as in the Palatine Court, where great facilities are afforded for having 
cases speedily and satisfactorily Scemined, the “law’s delays’’ being 
an expression never heard of within its doors, and where the judge 
deals with every application on the spot in Lancashire in the presence 
of the client and solicitor, without the necessity (as in the High Court) 
of a journey to appear before the judge in London, or of having to 
employ a Londor. agent, which is not nearly so satisfactory as the Liver- 
pool solicitor ‘being personally present. 

May I be also allowed to congratulate your Honour on the steps you 
are taking to adopt the most up-to-date procedure, as I notice that 
in an important commercial case to be tried here to-day you have 
allowed the suitors, to my mind, the great advantage of having the 
issues in fact decided by a Liverpool special jury, an advantage which 
the; could not have had if the case had been in the Chancery Division 
of the High Court. I should also like to bear my testimony to the 
very efficient way in which the chamber work is being carried on by 
Mr. Registrar Lawrence and his assistant (Mr. Lowden), both of whom, 
whilst rightly being exceedingly particular in keeping up a high 
standard of proficiency and having everything in strict conformity to 
correct procedure, go out of their way to assist the profession to such 
an extent that it is a pleasure to come before them. As for myself, 
having received, in another place, a sentence of twelve months’ hard 
labour (from which I fear no appeal lies to your Honour, and in respect 
of which, I am told, I cannot get any remission even for good conduct 
during my term), I regret that I cannot for the present continue in 
the role of a practitioner before your Honour, which I would much 
prefer to do, but if at any time I can be of any service to the Palatine 
Court or to anyone connected with it, it will afford me a real pleasure 
to do what I can. Again I thank you for your kind welcome. 

a Lord Mayor remained to hear the opening of the single case on 
the list, 


Law Officers’ Reduced Remunera- 


tion. 


In the House of Commons on the 16th inst. the Attorney-General 
(Sir F. E. Smith), replying to questions asked by Mr. Pringle and 
Mr. E. Cecil, as to the change made in the terms of remuneration of 
the Law Officers, said :—The English Law Officers immediately after 
their appointment considered the question of the reduction of their 
remuneration during the war. The remuneration, as the House is 
aware, consists of a fixed salary, with fees for contentious work. Any 
reduction in the Law Officers’ salaries would, under the arrangement 
with which the House is acquainted, fall upon some of their colleague# 
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as well as themselves. They were, therefore, of opinion that the re- 
duction should be made principally in fees. They proposed to the 
Prime Minister on their appointment many weeks ago that during the 
war the salary, apart from fees, of each Law Officer should be reduced 
by £1,000 per annum, and that a large reduction should be made in 
the scale of fees. The method of effecting the latter reduction in- 
yolves a number of points of detail with which it is unnecessary to 
trouble the House. The changes have already been in operation for 
many weeks. It is estimated that these changes taken together will 
produce a reduction of about £5,000 in the remuneration of each Law 
Officer, or £10,000 in all. This reduction is anticipated, not in relation 
to the figures of 1913-14, which have been much discussed, but in 
relation to the normal figures, which were considerably lower. 

I may, perhaps, be allowed to add that the Law Officers, in making 
these proposals to the Prime Minister on their appointment, added the 
following observation to their letter :—‘‘ While we make these recom 
mendations in the belief that they are not unreasonable, it must not he 
supposed that we are unprepared to consent to any reduction whatever 
which our colleagues in the Government or the House of Commons 
consider is required by the necessities of the time.” 








Law Officers’ Emoluments. 


In reply to a question by Sir Arthur Markham, Mr. Montagu gives 
the following particulars of the sums of money paid to the law officers 
of the Crown in the last ten years :— 


Solicitor-Ceneral. 














Attorney-General. | 

1905-6 | Sir R. B. Finlay .. : £9,768 | Sir E. H. Carson .. ‘i £6,952 
Sir J. L. Walton .. ia 2,502 | Sir W. S. Robson.. ° 1,818 

1906-7 | Sir J. L. Walton . ut 11.595 Sir W. 8S. Robson.. e 7,460 
1907-8 | SirJ.L. Walton... . 9,405 | SirW.S. Robson... 6,890 
Sir W. 8. Robson .. 1,319 | SirS.T Evans .. ai 1,022 

1908-9 | 3ir W. 8. Robson .. : 14,984 | SirS. T. Evars .. ° 10,137 
1909-10 | Sir W. 8. Robson .. os 13,845 | SirS.T. Evans .. oe 11,281 
Sir R. D. Isaacs .. en 883 

1910-11 | Sir W. 8. Robson .. ee 11,098 Srs.T. Evans .. os 258 
Sir R. D. Isaacs .. os 6,826 | Sir R. D. Isaacs .. ee 5,027 

-SirJ. A. Simon ., “a 4,576 

1911-12 | Sir R. D. Isaacs .. ia 13,322 | SirJ. A. Simon .. “a 10,247 
1912-13 | Sir R. D. Isaacs .. oa 16,762 Sir J. A. Simon .. oe 12 415 
1913-14 | Sir R. D. Isaacs ,. ‘a 11,842 Sir J. A. Simon .. ‘ni 14,393 
Sir J. 4. Simon .. ee 6526 | SirS. 0. Buckmaster .. 4,735 

1914-15 | “ir J. A. Simon .. oe 14,705 | SirS. 0. Buckmaster .. 9,725 














The following are the periods for which the law officers held the 
offices of Attorney-General and Solicitor-General respectively between 
the financial years 1905-6 and 1914-15 :— 

ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 
Sr R. B. Finlay, May 11, 1900, to December 13, 1905. 
Sir J. L. Walton December 14, 1905, to January 18, 1908. 
Sir William 8S. Robson, January 30, 1908, to October 6, 1910. 
Sir R. D, Isaacs, October 7, 1910, to October 19, 1913. 
Sir J. A. 8 mon, (ctober 21, 1913, to May 26, 1915. 


SOLICITORS-GENERAL. 
Sir E. H. Carson, May 11, 1900, to De-ember 13, 1905. 
Sir Wil'i1m 8. Robson, December 14, 1905, to January 29, 1908. 
Sir S. T. Evans, January 30, 1908, to March 8, 1910. 
Sir R. D. Isaacs, March 9, 1910, to October 6, 1910 
Sir J. A. 8 mon, October 7, 1910, to October 20, 1913. 
Sir S. O. Buckmaster, October 21, 1913, to May 26, 1915. 








Lighting in London. 


At Bow-strest Police Court on Saturday Mr. Muskett, prosecuting 
for the Commissioner of Police in a number of cases in which owners 
of vehicles were summoned for not providing their drivers with proper 
lamps, said that the authorities had come to the conclusion that in 
such cases the right person to bring before the court was the owner or 
person responsible for sending out the vehicle, and not the driver. 
The Order could not be complied with by the use of one lamp, except 
in the case of a very limited number of vehicles, such as gigs, &c. 

The system which most commended itself to the authorities was the 
use of two lamps—one on each side of the front of the vehicle, throwing 
a white light in front, and a red light im the rear. It had been 
ascertained by careful experiment that one or other of such lamps was 
practically always visible to overtaking traffic, and also that an approach- 
ing vehicle with a light on the near side could more readily be seen 
by a pedestrian who was about to step off the pavement. The more 
general form of lighting which had been adopted—viz., with a lamp 
on the offside front and another at the rear—was also satisfactory. The 
period of grace of two months had now expired, and in future proceed- 
ings would ‘be taken in all cases without exception. 


a Du ing the hearing of a case before Mr. Wallace, K.C.. at the London 
Sessions, on Tuesday, a detective stated that the prisoner had been con- 
victed in 1904. Mr. Wallace remarked that that was eleven years ago. 


He thought there ought to be a statute of limitations as far as con. 
victions were concerned when a man or woman had tried to lead a 
proper life since his or her last conviction, 
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Obituary. 


Sir Joshua Strange Williams. 


We regret to announce that the Right Hon, Sir JosHva STRANGE 
WittiaMs died on the 22nd inst. at the age of seventy-eight years. 

Sir Joshua Williams was the eldest son of the late Mr. Joshua 
Williams, formerly one of the conveyancing counsel to the Court of 
Chancery, and atterwards Q.C., who was the leading real property 
lawyer of his day, both in chambers and as an advocate, and was 
the author of text-books on Real Property and Personal Property, 
which, under the editorship of his*son, Mr. T. Cyprian Williams, Sut 
Joshua’s only surviving brother—also conveyancing counsel to the 
court—are stil in regular use. Sir Joshua was born in 1837, and was 
educated at Harrow and Trinity College, Cambridge. He was placed 
second in the first class of the Law Tripos of 1858, and he also took 
honours in the Mathematical Tripos of 1859. In the latter year he was 
awarded the Chancellor's medal for legal studies. He entered as a 
law student at Lincoln’s Inn, and was called to the Bar there in 1859, 
having read in his father’s chambers as a pupil. Sir Joshua never 
practised at the English Bar, but went out to New Zealand in 1861 
and practised at Christchurch, Canterbury, as a barrister and solicitor. 
He was District Land Registrar of the Canterbury District, New Zea- 
land, in 1871 and 1872, and was Registrar-General of Land for New Zea- 
land from 1872 to 1875. In 1875 he was appointed a Judge of the Supreme 
Court of New Zealand, and was assigned to Dunedin, where he remained 
until he resigned his judgeship in January, 1914. He was knighted at 
the Coronation of the present King, and in October, 1913, he was 
appointed a member of the Privy Council. Shortly after he had 
resigned his judgeship, he came home in order to sit on the Judicial 
Committee as the first representative of the Domirion of New Zealand. 
He took part in many important decisions in 1914. At the end of 
that year he was seized with a serious illness, necessitating an operation, 
which, however, was only partially successful, and he did not recover 
sufficiently to take his seat on the Judicial Committee again. Since 
the beginning of the autumn he had been confined to his bed, and he 
passed away peacefully on Wednesday. 

Sir Joshua enjoyed a great reputation as a judge, and his judgments 
attracted attention outside the Dominion. The late Mr, Beven, in the 
preface to the third edition of his classical treatise on the Law of 
Negligence, wrote :—“ Students of Colonial law must know that at this 
moment there are in our Colonies judges, such, for example, as 
Williams, J., of New Zealand, whose legal reputation constrains refer 
ence to their reported judgments, which well repay perusal by their 
clear insight into the principles of the common law, and their vivid 
presentment of them. Contrast the judgment of the last-named judge 
in Brown v. Bennett (9 N. Z. L. R. 342) with that of the Privy Council 
in Colonial Bank of Australasia v. Marshall (1916, A. C. 559), and the 
benefit to clear thinking and accurate knowledge from the perusal of 
the Colonial decision is apparent.”’ 

In New Zealand Sir Joshua was not only respected as a judge, but 
it is not too much to say that he was held in veneration for the high 
qualities of his personal character, qualities which stood him in good 
stead in maintaining the dignity and independence of his court, He 
matried, first, Caroline Helen, daughter of the late Thomas Sanctuary, 
Esq., of Horsham, Sussex, by whom he leaves a son and two daughters ; 
al, secondly, Amelia Durant, daughter of John Wesley Jago, Esq., of 
Dunedin, New Zealand, by whom he leaves three daughters. 








Mr. Charles Finch Dowsett. 


Mr. Cuartes Fincn Dowsett, for upwards of fifty years of Lincoln’s 
Inn-fields, London, and formerly a constant contributor to the press, 
died in London on the 17th inst. 

Mr. Dowsett was born on 8th July, 1857, and consequently was in 
his seventy-ninth year. He had travelled much in his time, his first 
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voyage being in 1855, when he went to Australia as a midshipman, but, 
having a venturesome disposition, he left his ship and went far into 
the Bush, and afterwards to Bald Hill, Friars Ureek, and then the 
Bendigo Goldfields. He had many adventures both on land and sea. 

Upon his return to England he learned the business of an estate 
agent, and afterwards commenced practice, and wag later elected a 
Fellow of the Surveyors’ Institute. In 1865 he went to Russia for a 
client, the Count Bogouschefski, with whom he stayed at his town 
house at Pskov, and also at his country estate, Katejno. Travelling 
in Russia at that time was difficult, but interesting. He wrote and 
delivered in many places a lecture on Russian history after his return. 
In 1866, the year of great financial distress, when Overend and 
Gurney and many bankers and merchants failed, he was entrusted 
with some very important and interesting transactions in connection 
therewith. He also went to Vancouver Island, British Columbia, by 
way of the West Indies, which appears strange to-day with fast 
steamers and express trains traversing the journey in only nine days. 

Later he went to California to dispose of 50,000 acres of land as 
fruit farms. He also went to New York specially to interview 
millionaires, with a view to the disposal of three English estates 
which aggregated one million and a half sterling. He _ personally 
interviewed the late Mr. Pierpont Morgan, Mr. Rockefeller, Mr. 
Collis Huntington, Mr. Ogden Mills, Mr. Mackay, and many 
others, and was instructed by Mr. Collis Huntington to purchase 
** Draycott,’’ Wiltshire (Lord Cowley’s), which was occupied by the 
Prince and Princess Hatzfeldt as a gift to the latter, who was his 
adopted daughter, but the trustees could not sell. 

Mr. Dowsett was considered one of the best authorities in London 
upon ground rents, in which he transacted a very large business. His 
descriptive particulars of many landed estates which he was in 
structed to sell have been preserved in many of the libraries of county 
families, and also the British Museum. For many years he published 
‘* The Land Roll,’’ which circulated in many parts of the world. 

He was for twenty years a member of the Society of Authors, to 
which he was introduced by Sir Walter Besant. He wrote ‘‘ Striking 
Events in Irish History,’’ ‘“‘ Buy- English Acres,”’ “ Quit You Like 
Men,’’ and he and others wrote ‘‘ Land, Its Attractions and Riches.”’ 
He also wrote ‘‘ A Start in Life,’’ and a pamphlet against Bradlaugh’s 
election—‘‘ Will Englishmen Let Atheists Make the Laws Which 
Are to Govern Them,” of which 45,000 were called for in a few weeks. 
Lord Cairns (Lord Chancellor) sent for 1,000 copies to give away. He 
also wrote many other pamphlets. 

One of Mr. VDowsett's ancestors, with six other gentlemen, Messrs 
Dombrain, De Cafour, Le Gipt, De Lasaux, Beaufort, and La Grande, 
crossed the Channel in an open boat on the 19th of August, 1572, and 
settled in Canterbury. It was on the eve of the terrible massacre ol 
St. Bartholomew. ‘These gentlemen were all of the Huguenot, o 
Protestant, faith. One of his descendants in the nineteenth century 
tried to get some of the confiscated estates restored to him, but was 
informed by the Government of France that it had been spent in 
battleships. A printed book of his mother’s family describes all the 
various branches since 1605. 

Mr. Dowsett retired from business in 1903 to his estate of 300 acres 
in Hampshire, which contained a camp formed by the Neolithi: 
people some 3,700 years ago, and where he was visited by many of the 
leading archeologists. He had been on many committees in London 
with some of the well-known men who have passed away during the 
last decade. 


Mr. Bourchier Francis Hawksley. 


We regret to announce the death last Tuesday, at the age of sixty 
four, of Mr. Bourcnier Francis Hawkstry, of the firm of Messrs. 
Coward & Hawksley, Sons, & Chance. His health had been for some 
time uncertain, and he never really recovered from a stroke due to long 
overstrain which fell on him in the early summer of 1914. Rest seemed 
to have in a measure restored him, and until quite lately he followed 
his usual course, so far as might be, at the multitudinous call of duty 
and friendship. 

Best known probably as solicitor to the British South Africa Com 
pany, Mr. Hawksley had other and ample claims to be himself counted 
no ordinary man. His professional standing was of the highest, his 
discernment keen and sound, and he excelled in width of interest and 
sympathy. He also made his own way. Born in 1851 at Clifton, where 
his father, Canon Hawksley, then resided, he was articled first at Bristol 
in 1866, but came to London on his admission in 1872, and was employed 
by the famous firm of Hollams, in which he became a partner in 1896. 

He was largely identified with the career of the late Cecil Rhodes, 
and rarely can a great man’s affairs have been handed over to his lawyer 
with less reserve or more of confidence. He pursued, says the Times, 
with real ardour a political career, and, a keen Liberal combining a dis- 
tinct cult for Lord Rosebery with strong party feeling, he was sometimes 
involved in complications (and herefrom his devotion to his South African 
clients did not detract) which a different temperament and nature 
might have failed to smooth over or evade. He was party politician 
enough to contest (vainly) the Holderness Division of East Yorks in the 
Cieneral Election of 1895. He was chosen subsequently as candidate 
for Plymouth against Sir Edward Clarke, and, for some time, nursed 
that important constituency. His candidature was cut short when the 
technical point was raised whether a member of a firm of solicitors 
which did business in connection with Parliamentary Bills might sit in 





the House. Mr. Hawksley withdrew, keenly disappointed at resigning 
the prospect of sitting in the House. After Mr. Rhodes’ death the 
management of the Rhodes’ University Trust gave him an opportunity 
of continuing his interest in the schemes of his famous clieat. 


Mr. John C. E. Douglas. 


Captain Joun Cuartes Epwarp Dovetas, 10th Yorkshire Regi- 
ment, who died of wounds on 18th December, was the second son of 
the late Admiral Sir Archibald L. Douglas, G.C.B. Educated at 
Radley and Merton College, Oxford, he was a barrister of Gray’s- 
inn, and had a large practice in Shanghai. He left Shanghai with a 
contingent in November, 1914, and on arriving in London received a 
commission in the Yorkshire Regiment. After nine months’ train- 
ing he went to the front. He was very popular in Shanghai, where 
he was known as ‘‘one of the best magistrates the Settlement ever 
had.’’ Latterly he had been in private practice as an advocate in the 
Supreme Court of China and Korea. Captain Douglas, who was un- 
married, was thirty-nine years of age. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Sir Marruew Incte Joyce, late judge of the High Court (Chancery 
Division), has been sworn as a member of His Majesty’s Privy Council. 

Mr. Atsert Romer Mackuin has been appointed judge of the county 
courts on Circuit 11 (Burnley, Lancashire, and Bradford, Yorkshire), 
and to be joint judge of county courts at Leeds, in the place of his 
Honour Judge Graham, K.C., who has been transferred to the courts 
on Circuit No. 40 (Bow and Shoreditch), in the place of his Honour 
Judge Smyly, K.C., resigned. Mr. Macklin was called at Lincoln’s 
Inn in 1889, and belongs to the South-Eastern ‘Circtit. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Peter Bancrorr Cowarp, Joseph Harpy PickrorD, and STANLEY 
DurricLp Moorwoop, solicitors (Oxley & Coward), Rotherham, 
Sheffield and Doncaster, all in the county of York. Nov. 30. The 
said Peter Bancroft Coward and Joseph Hardy Pickford will continue 
the said business under the style or firm of ‘‘ Oxley & Coward.” 

. [Gazette, Dec. 17. 


General. 


Mr. Richard Reynolds Fox, of Westbrook, Crownhill, Devon, and of 
Plymouth, solicitor, a member of the Society of Friends, left estate of 
the gross value of £13,912. 

The Board of Trade have ordered that the time limited by the Central 
London Railway Act, 1913, for the compulsory purchase of lands and 
easements shall be extended for one year from 15th August, 1916. 


The Prime Minister states in Parliamentary papers that the salaries 
and fees attaching to the offices of Attorney-General and Solicitor- 
General are taxed in common with the income of other classes of the 
community. The reduction which has been made in their fees is a 
spontaneous act of the present law officers. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, asked by Mr. Goldstone what amount was advanced by the 
Treasury to firms in London to enable them to meet their obligations in 
the early days of the war, replied :—It is undesirable to give figures in 
detail, and 1 am unable to give separate figures for London. The total 
amount advanced under the Treasury schemes formulated with a view 
to the protection of credit at the outbreak of war was about 
£200,000,000, and the amount outstanding at 30th November, 1915, was 
£35,500,000 ; that is to say, of the original advances over 82 per cent. 
has been repaid. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. Runciman, replying to 
Mr. Grant, said : A certain number of British vessels have been trans- 
ferred to foreign flags since the outbreak of war. In the case of all 
transfers effected since the Government obtained full control over this 
matter, special and reliable guarantees have been obtained that the 
vessels would not be used in any way, directly or indirectly, for the 
benefit of the enemy. Particulars of all ships transferred from the 
British Register are given in a monthly return issued by the Registrar- 
(feneral of Shipping and Seamen. Mr. Goldstone asked whether the 
British owners of such vessels could not be called to account. Mr. 
Runciman : Since the Government have taken control of the transfers 
every case has been carefully examined by the Admiralty and the 
Board of Trade, and a sufficient case has had to be made out before 
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a transfer is allowed. We have refused transfers in a great many 
cases. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Sir J. D. Rees asked the Soli 
citor-General to state what arrangements were being made for the dis 
charge of the duties which the President of the Admiralty and Divorce 
Court performed up to the date of his regrettable accident, and the 
Solicitor-General (Sir G. Cave) said: Mr. Justice Deane is taking the 
list of Admiralty cases on which the President was engaged at the time 
of his accident. Mr. Justice Horridge has been taking the list of 
probate and divorce cases, and this list, with a supplemental list, has 
now been completed. There are at the moment no urgent prize cases 
ready for trial. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday Mr. Steel Maitland, in 
answer to Mr. Peto, said :—Information with regard to legislation and 
executive action dealing with trading with the enemy, including the 
Bill recently introduced, is regularly communicated to the other 
Governments of the Empire. Absolute uniformity is not, I fear, attain- 
able, and it must rest with the Governments of the different self- 
governing Dominions to decide how the general -principles underlying 
British policy in the matter are to be applied. The Union of South 
Africa Government has recently introduced a Trading with the Enemy 
Bill, but I have not at present received the text. 

In the House of Commons on the 16th inst. Lord R. Cecil, replying 
to Sir E. Cornwall, who asked for a statement as to the position of 
Greece and the Allies, said :—The immediate objects of the Allied 
Powers are to regularize the military position and to deny to Bulgaria 
and the Central Powers any control, direct or indirect, over Salonika. 
This, we believe, to be in accordance with the wishes of Greece herself, 
and negotiations are being actively pursued to this end. His Majesty’s 
Government hope that these negotiations may shortly reach a satis- 
factory conclusion. It is not possible to say more at present, but full 
information will be given to the House as soon as possible. 

In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. Hewins asked the Under- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether there was any truth in_the 
statement that the sale of two steamers of the Hamburg-American Line 
to Sweden had been completed, and was now awaiting the confirmation 
of the British Government. Lord Robert Cecil : Of course, it is quite 
impossible for me to say what may have been done beween the directors 
of the Hamburg-American Line and the Swedish buyers. All I can 
say is that the British Government have given no sanction and no 
recognition of any such sale. Mr. Hewins: Are there any negotiations 
going on at the present time with the British Government? Lord 
Robert Cecil : No ;-sir. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Mr. Runciman, in answer to 
Sir H. Dalziel, said the new Trading with the Enemy Bill was being 
drafted, but he was not yet able to fix a date for its introduction. Sir 
Hy Dalziel : Will it be before the adjournment, as was promised? Mr. 
Runciman : I am not aware that any promise was made for before the 
adjournment ; but it will be before the end of the session. The draft 
ing is well forward. Answering Sir J. Rees, Mr. Asquith said: The 
Trading with the Enemy (Extension) Bill, recently introduced by the 
Government, gave full power to proclaim any person or body of persons 
in a neutral country with enemy associations as an enemy; and to pro 
hibit trade with such person or body of persons. He did not see how 
the adoption of Lord Halsbury’s Bill would give wider powers in that 
direction. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Sir W. Byles asked the Prime 
Minister whether the Government had discerned in the recent debates 
in the German Reichstag, in the speech of the German Chancellor or 
elsewhere, any indications on the part of our principal enemy of a dis- 
position to transfer the settlement of the issues involved in the war 
from the battlefield to the council table; and, if so, whether, in the 
councils of the Allies, our Government could see its way to suggest any 
form of response to that disposition. Mr. Asquith : I am sure that my 
hon. friend is as competent as any member of the Government to draw 


inferences from the recent debates in the Reichstag. As regards the | 








rest of the question, I would refer him to the public statements I have 
made and to the answer I gave to the hon. member for Blackburn (Mr 
Snowden) on 8th December. 


The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
“‘Oxford”’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes” and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘Oxford’’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Witt1am Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 


. > . 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

London Gazette.—FR1DAY, Dec. 17. 


HENDON MoToR COACHWORKS, LTD,—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claima, to 
8. Hutchinson, 4, Broad st pl, liquidator. 

LONDON GATE STEAMSHIP Co., L?p.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Heny 
Wentworth Dillon, Ethelburga house, Bishopsgate, liquidator. 

SAMUEL BLow, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulirs of their debts or claims, to Percy Mason, 

64, Gresham st, liquidator. 

TURNER Bros. & Co (BIRMINGHAM), LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec $1, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, te 
John Ernest Pritchard Kings ct, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

WARD Bros. (CREWR) LTD. — Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R. E, 
Clatk, 17, Albion st, Hanley, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec 21. 


ALBION PRODUCTS Co,, Lrp.—Creditors are required,on or befuvre Jan 12, to send their 
names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sydney King 
George, The Brackens, Ascot, liquidator 

BUTTS AND SHARP, Lrp. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 
15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of theirdebts or claims, 
to Mr. C. T. Smith, 14, Knightrider st, or Mr. John Baker, Eldon st house, 
Eldon st, liquidators. 

DRYPOOL RECREATIOM CLUB LtpD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 27, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Fawley Judge, Quay st, Hull, liquidator. 

LAS CASCADAS PLANTATIONS Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb1, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Julius 
W. H. Byrne, 81, Gracechurch st, liquidator. 

MAKIN & Co Lip. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Crediters are required, on or before 
Jan 8, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr P. Toothill, 11, Figtree In, Sheffield, liquidator. 

OAK TREE CHRISTMAS CARD MANUFACTURING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Charles Turner, 155, Norfolk st, Sheffield, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 17. 


Shotton Trade Union Hall, Ltd. 
Evans Cinematograph Pateats, Ltd. 
Thanet Times, Ltd. 

London Gate Steamship Co, Ltd, 
Vera Cruz Mexican Oil Co, Ltd, 
Hendon Motor Coachwo: ks, Ltd. Viper and Re-covering Co, Ltd. 
Parana Power Syndicate. |.td. V. Senior, Ltd, 

Pontons (Spain) Zinc and Lead Mines, Ltd. J. H. Dormer & Co, Ltd. 

Carnfort!: Hematite Iron Co, Ltd. Busum Syndicate, Ltd. 

Ivor Mill Co, Ltd. 


C. W. Brown & Co, Ltd, 

H. Vine & Co, Ltd. 

Victoria Theatre (Derby), Ltd. 
United Buyers, Ltd. 

D. V. Productions, Ltd. 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATE STRAT, LONDowwW, 


ESTABLISHED IN 890. 


LICENSES 


INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHDNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

APPhY FORK PROSPEGTUS. 


“pplication. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRiIDAY, Dec. 10. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BELLINGER, CHARLES RICHARD, Chariton Kings, nr 
Cheltenham, Carpenter Cheltenh:m Pet Dec 7 Ord 


c 

BRIGHT, LC, Drayt ngdns High Court Pet Nov 22 
Ord Dec 7 

CLEAVER, THOMAS CHARLFS, St Mary Cray, Kent, Putcher 
Croydon Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec8 

CRAIG, ARCHIBALD BAIRD, Well st, Cripplega‘e, Woollen 
Merchant HighCourt Pet Augi3 Ord Nov 30 

Emerson, Geornce Henry. Grimsby, Decorator Great 
Grimsby Pet Dec? Ord Dec7 

FREEMAN, JosEPH, Ratby, Leicester, Grocer Leicester 


Pet Dec? Ord Dec7 

JonEs, ROBERT, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Quarry 
Weigher Bangor Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

LONDON, EDWARD ALBERT, Gravesend, Baker Rochester 


Pet Dec? Ord Dec 7 

MARSDEN, WALTER, Manchester, Tiler and Dratghtaman 
Manchester Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 

MASON, GEORGE MAYNE, Folkestone, Motor Engineer 
Canterbury Pet Dec 7 Ord Dec7 

MILLS, SAMUEL, Dobeross, Saddlewo~th, Yorks, Lapping 
Board Maker O!dham Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 

OATES, THOMPSON TILL, Luddington, nr Goole, Yorks, Farm 
Labourer Wakefield Pet Vec7 Ord Dec7 

PoeH, HAROLD H, Church Alkham, nr Dover Canterbury 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Dec 4 

FELDON, JonyN, Cockett, nr Swansea, China Dealer Swan- 


sea Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 

SHORT, BERTRAM, Neath, Laundry Proprietor Neath 

Pet Dec 7 Ord Dec 7 

WALKE", ‘Gronox, Thurmaston, Leicester, Clothier 
Leicester Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 8 

WALLACE, WILLIAM, Westbury av, Wood Green Edmon- 
ton Pet Nov 19 Ord Dec7 

WILLIAMS, Morris, Lianddeusant, Anglesey, Licensed 
Victualler FPangor Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 


YEOMAN, ALEC Howarp, Bray, Berks, Motor Engineer 
Windsor Pet Dec 7 Ord Dec7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BEECH. WILLIAN HEADDY, Peterborough, Painter Dec 17 
at10.45 Law Courts, Peterborough 
BOWELL, GEORGE BENNETT. Margate, Engineer Dec 18 at 


11.30 
Briout, L C, Drayton gdis 
bidgs, Carey st 
CLEAVER, THOMAS CHARLEs, St Mary Cray, Kent, Butcher 
Dec 20 atll 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
COLLINS, WALTER HAROLD, Birmingham, Munitions 
Worker Dec 22 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 
poration st, Birmingham 
CRAWFORD, HaDES, Marlow, Bucks 
Aldates, Oxford 


Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 


Dec 20at 12 Bankruptcy 


Dec 17 at 121, St 


DAVIES, Jovem, Pontardawe Glam Dec18 atll Off Rec, 
Government b dgs, St Mary st, Swanse. 
FREEMAN, JOSEPH, Ratby, Leicester, Grocer Dec 20 at 3 


Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

KAYE, WALTER Foster, Collingham Bridge, Yorks 
at3 Off Rec, Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

LLOYD. ELIZABETH MARY, Heretord Dee 18 at 12.30 2, 
Offa st, Hereford 

LOADER, ALFRED MCLxoD, Latchford Withont, Cheshire, 
Theatrical Manager Decl? at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


Dec 17 


Manchester 
LONDON, EDWARD ALBERT, Gravesend, Kent, Baker 
Dec 22at3 2804, Highst, Rochester 


GEORGE MAYNE, Folkestone, Motor Engineer 
Dec 17 at 10.45 Off Rec, 684, Castle st Canterbury 

MERRIKIN, SAMUEL Ingoldmells, nr Skegness, Farmer 
Dec -l at 2 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st Boston 

Oates, THOMPSON TILL, Luddington, nr Goole, Yorke, 
Farm Labourer Dec 20 at 11 Off Rec, 21, King st, 
Wakefield 

PHILLIPS, ELIAS RANDOLPH JAMES, Millers Dale, Derby, 
Farmer Decl7at11.15 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, 
Vernon st, Stockport 

SOWERBY, CHARLES ANDREW, 


MASON, 


Melkridge, Haltwhistle, 


Northumberland, Coal Miner Dee 20 at 3 Court 
House, Cockermouth 

TARGETT, PERCY SAREL, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, 
Stationer Dec 20 at 12.30 Off Ro, 8, King st, 
Norwich 


Vireo, WALLACE JOHN, and REGINALD GEORGE VIRGO, 
Pontrilas, Hereford, Builders Dec 18 at 12 2, Offa 
st, Hereford 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

BELLINGER, CHARLES RICHARD, Chariton Kings, nr 

Cheltenham, Carpenter Cheltenham Pet Dec? Ord 
ce 7 

Bright LEIGH COURTAULD, Drayton gdns 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 8 

BRITTON, ERNEST, Waterioo pl, Financial Agent Tigh 
Court PetJuly 17 Ord Dec 7 

CLEAVER, THOMAS CHARLES, St Mary Cray, Kent Butcher 
Croydon Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 

DAVEY, GEORGE HERBERT, Avenue rd, North Finchley, 
Builder Barnet Pet Nov?3 Ord Dec8 

DAVIES, JAMES, and HUBERT JAMES PYART, Skewen, Glam, 
Bakers Neath Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 8 

EMERSON, GEORGE HENRY, Great Grimsby, Painter Great 
Grimsby Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 7 


High Court 


FREEMAN, JOSEPH, Ratby, Leicester, Grocer Leicester 
Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 7 

GILFs, WALTER, Dartford, Builder Rochester Pet Nov 
22 Ord Dec 7 

JONES, ROBERT, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Quarry 
Weigher Bangor Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 


LONDON, EDWARD ALBERT, Gravesend, Baker Rochester 
Pet Dec 7 Ord Dec 7 


MARSDEN, WALTER, Manchester, Tiler-and Draughtsman 
Manchester PetDec6 Ord Decé 





Mason, George MAYNE, Folkestone, Motor Engineer 
Canterbury Pet Dee7 Ord Dec7 

McMULLAN, JOHN, Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet Nov 16 
Ord Dec 8 


MILLS, SAMUEL, Dobcross, Saddleworth Yorks, Lapping 
Boird Maker Oldham PetDecS Ord Dec 8 

SELDON, JouNn, Cockett, nr Swanse:, China Dealer Swansea 
Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 

SHORT, BERTRAM, Nevth, Laundry Proprietor Neath Pet 
Dec? Ord Dec 7 

OaTEs, THOMPSON TILL, Luddington, nr Goole, Yorks 
Farm Lxbourer Wakefield Pet Dec7 Ord Dec7 

WALKER, Groner, Thurmaston, Leicester Clothier 
Leicester Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 

WILtraMs, Morris, L'anddeusant, Ang'etey, Licensed 
Victualler Bangor Pet Dec6 Ord Dec6 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Oct 12: 


KENNING, EDwARD. Walsall, Confectioner Walsall 
Oct 7 Ord Oct 8 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Dec. 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BELCHER, OwEN, West End In, West Hampstead, Manue 
facturer’s Agent High Court Pet Dec 10 Ord 
Dec 10 

BURNARD AND Co, Railway Yard, Vauxha!l, Milk Contrac- 
tors High Court Pet %&t26 Ord Dec s 

Estevez, JorerH WILLIAM, Crotched fr'ars, Wine Mer- 
chant Hich Court PetAug25 Ord Dec 10 

Ex ry, JoserH, Menston, Yorks Leeis Pet Dec 8 Ord 
Dec 8 


Pe 


FuLTon, DAvID, Runcorn, Chester Music Hal! Manager 
Warrington Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 

Jones, Francis Buiverr. East Finchley 
Pet Oct 27 Ord Dec 10 

Kino, ARTHUR JAMES, Southgate rd High Court Pet 
Nov 17 Ord Dec 9 

Pratt, Joun WILLIAM, Sheffield 
19 Ord Dec 10 

SCHOFIELD, THOM 4S BROADBENT, Westbourne ter. Govern- 
ment Clerk Hich Court Pet Nov9 Ord Dec 9 

STANFORD. C. FE, Margate, Dairyman Canterbury Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Dec 11 

Tony, Harry. Half Moon nas, Whitechapel, Fruiterer 
Hich Corrt Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 

Tucker G, H, Portobello r4, Kensington, Builder High 
Court Pet Nov15 rd Dec9 

Wororster, ALFRED WILLIAM and ALICE MAUD SMITH, 
Lower Ke ningto: In. Lanndry Proprietors High 
Court Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bate, HARRY, East Love, Cornwall, Grocer 
8.15 7, Buckland terr, Plymouth 

SELCHER, Owen, West End In, West Hamnstead, Manu- 
facturer’s Agent Dec 22 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

BELLINGER. CHARLES RICHARD, Chariten Kings, nr Chel- 
tenham, Carpenter Dec 2! at 3.30 County Court 
bidgs, Cheltenham 

BURNARD and Co, Railway ys’ 4, Vauxhall. Milk Contrac 
tors Dec 22at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CRAIG, ARCHIBALD BAIrD Well st. Cripp'egate, Woollen 
Merchant Dec 23«t1 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 

EMERSON, GEORGE HENRY, Great Grimshy, Painter Dec 22 
atill Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Estevez, Jog¥PH WILLIAM, Crntched Friars. Wine Mer- 
chant Dec 22at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

EXLEY, JOSEPH, Menston, York; Dec 22.t11 Off Rec, 24, 
Bond st, Leeds 

Jones, Francis BLUETT, East Finchley Dec 22at1 Bank- 
ruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 

KING, ARTHUR JAMES, Southgate rd Dec 23 at11 Bank- 
ruptcy bids, Carey st 

MCMULLAN, JoHN, Bristo! Tailor 
Rec, 26 Raldwin st, Bristol 

MARSDEN, WALTER, Manchester Tiler and Draughtsman 
Dec 22at3 Off Rec, Brrom st, Manchester 

PASSINGHAM, GEORGE JAMES, Portemouth Mineral 
Water Manufacturer Dec 22 at12 Off Rec, Cam- 
bridge Junction, High st, Portamouth 

SCHOFIELD, THOMAS BROADBENT, Westbourne ter. Govern- 
ment Clerk Dec 22 at 113) Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

SMITH, ALBEET WILSDON Morecimbe, Lancs, Wholesale 
Stationer Dec 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 
Preston 

ToBY, HARRY, Half Moon pas, Whitechapel, Fruiterer Dec 
22at 12 Bankruptcy bid¢gs, Carey st 

TuckER,G H, Portobello rd, Kensington, Builder Dec 22 
at1l Bankru: tcy bidgs, Carey st 

WALKER, Groras, Thurmaston, Leicester, Clothier Dec 22 

_ at 3 Off Rec, 1, Bearidge st, Leicester 

WORCESTER, ALFRED WILLIAM and ALICE MAUD SMITH, 
Lower Kennington In, Laundry Proprietors Dec 22 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BELCHER, OWEN, West End In, West Hampstead, Manu- 
facturer's Agent High Court Pet Dec 10 Ord 
Dec 10 

DYER, WILLIAM PIpPEN, and FRANCIS Joun Dyer, Curry 
— Somerset, Builders Yeovil Pet Nov 9 Ord 


High Court 


Nottingham Pet Dee 


Dee 21 at 


Dec 22at 11.30 Off 


EARDLEY-SMITH, HERBERT D, Baker st, Portman sq, 


Furnisher and Decorator High Court Pet Sept7 
Ord Dee 10 

ELWELL, Percy, Dryden mans, Oxford st, High Court 
Pet Oct 20 Ord Dec 10 


om ~ que. Menston, Yorks Leeds PetLec8 Ord 


FULTON, DAviD, Runcorn, Chester, Music Hall Manager 
Warrington Pet Dec19 Ond Decl 


Tosy, Harry, Half Moon pas Whitechapel, Fruiterer 
High Court Pet Dec9 Ord Dec ® 

WORCESTER, ALFRED WILLIAM, and ALICE MAUD Smrrg, 
Lower Kennington In, Laundry Proprietors High 
Court Pet Dec9 Ord Dec9 

YEOMAN. ALEC HowARD, Bray, Berks, Mo or Engineer 
Windsor PetDec7 Ord Dec 10 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Dec 3 : 

PHILLIPS, ELIAS RANDOLPH JAMES, Millers Dale, Derby, 

Farmer Stockport Pet Deel Ord Decl 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BALL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Malmesbury, Wilts, Baker 
S-sindon Pet Deci4 Ord Dec 14 

BENNETT H, Blackburn, Dentist Blackburn Pet Nov2 
Ord Dec 15 


BOWYER, ARTHUR, Wes‘ow st, Upper Norwooi, Hardware 
Dealer Croydon Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 

CLIFFORD, ARTHUR, Ski ton, Yorks, Outfit er Bradford 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 18 

Dawson, N GSrewakRtT, Albemarle st High Court Pet 
Sept 11 Ord Dec 13 

FOREMAN, EDWARD JOHN KNOWLES Eaton ter, Builder 
High Court Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

GREENWOOD, WALTER, Mirtield, Cotton Doubler 

tury Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 

JAMES, THO WAS, Higher Tranmere, Birkenhead, Whole ale 
Milk Dealer Birkenhead Pet Nov22 rd Dec 13 

LAWFORD, HERBERT ACLAND, Welbeck st High Court 
Pet Novis Ord Dec 15 

LEAR, CHARLES FRANK ZDWARD, Anglesey, tuilder 
Portsmou h Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 

LEATHERITE SUPPLY CO, Manchester, Leather Merchants 
Salford Pet Nov19 Ord Dec 14 

MAAS, ALBERT M, Eastcheap High Court Pet July 2 
Oid Dee 15 

MARR, CHARLES and FLORENCE MarR, Ardwick, Manches- 
ter Blouse Manufacturers Manchester Pet Nov 27 
Ord Dec 13 F 

POUNDER, JoHN Rosson, Consett, Durham, Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Dec 11 Ord Dec 11 

Scort, JoHN, Skipton, Yorks, Furni.ure Broker Bradford 

Pet Dec 13 Ord Dee 13 ‘ 

SMEDLEY, GEORGE ALBERT, Clarges st, Piccadilly, Lodg'ng 

House Keeper High Court Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 

Symes, ERNEST, Cinderford, Glos,Surgeon B.th Pu 
Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 ; 

TOCHER, JAMES WILLIAMSON, Washington Station Dur 
ham, Medical Practitioner Newcastleon Tyne Pet 
Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 

FIR;T MEETINGS. 

BOWYER, ARTHUR, Westow st, Upper Norwood, Hardware 
Desier Dec 24 at 11 132, York rd, Westmin te 
Biidge rd 

Dawson, N @ STEWART, Al emarle st 
Bankruptcy bl igs, Carey st 

FOREMAN, EDWARD JOHN KNOWLES, Eaton ter, Builler 

29 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st ’ 

HvuGHEs, JoHN, Anglesey, Grocer Dee 29 at 12 Crypt 

chm brs, Chester 


Dows- 


Dec 29 at 12 


JongEs, ROBERT, Penmaenmawr, Quarry Weigher DecS# 
at 2.15 Castle Hotel, (onway 
LAWFORD, HERBERT ACLAND, Welbeck st Dec 30 atl2 


Bankruptcy st, Carey st 

L& Gros, FRANCIS, Hounslow, Builder Dec 30 at 11.30 14 
Bedford row 

MAAS, ALBERT M, Eastcheap Dec 30 at1l Bank uptey 
bidgs, Carey st 

MILLS, SAMUEL, Dobcross, Saddleworth, Yorks, Lapping 
Board Maker Dec 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, 
Oldham 

POUNDER, JOHN RoBSON, Consett, Durham, Grocer Dee%# 
at 11 ff Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle om 
Tyne 

scons JouR, Skipton, Yorks, Furniture Broker Dec 306 
12 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

SELDON, JoHN, Cwm, Cockett, nr Swansea, China Dealer 
Dec 29 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary #, 
Swansea : : 

SMEDLEY, GEORGE ALBERT, Clarges st, Pic:adilly, Lodging 
House Keeper Dec 24 .at 11 Bankruptcy begs, 


Carey st 

WALLACE, WILLIAM, Westbury av, Wood Green Dec 30a 
11 14, Bedford row Se 

WILLIAMS, Morris, L'anddeusant, Licensed Victualler 
Dec 29 at 12.15 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

YEOMAN. ALEO HowakRD, Bray, Berks, Motor Engi. eet 
Dec 30 at 12 14, Bedford row 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BALL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Malmesbury, Wilts, Baker 
Swindon Pet Deci4 Ord Dec 14 

CALDWELL, MARGARET, Guilford st, Russell sq, High 
Court Pet *ept3 Ord Dec 13 

CLIFFORD, ARTHUR, Skipton, Yorks, Outfitter Bradford 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 14 ; 

CURZON, Hon ASSHETON NATHANIEL, Queen's Gate gdns 
High Court Pet May7 Ord Dec 14 : 

ESTEVEZ, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Crutched Friars, \ ine Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Aug25 Ord Dec 15 

GREENWOOD, WALTER, Mirfield, Cotton Doubier Dews 
bury Pet Dec 13 3 Pa 

GRIMSHAW, JAMES, Manchester, Builder Manchester 
Nov 1 Ord Dec 11 : 

SCHOFIELD, THOMAS BROADBENT, Westbourne ter, jovert 
ment Clerk High Court Pet Nov 9 Ord Dec oa 

SooTT, JOHN. Skipton, Yorks, Furniture Broker Brad 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 Pe 

SMEDLEY, GEORGE ALBERT, Clarges st, Piccadilly. Loa 
house Keeper High Court Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec! 

TUCKER, GEORGE HiNGson, Portobello rd, K+ ns. ngte®, 
Builder High Court Pet Nov15 Ord Dec 14 

TOCHER, JAMES WILLIAMSON, Washington Stat.on, Dur 
ham, Medical “Practitioner Newcastle upon 








PyatT, JOHN WILLIAM, Sheffield Nottingham Pet Dec 10 
Ord! Dec 10 


Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 








ulterer 


SMITH, 
High 


igineer 


Baker 
Nov 26 
rdware 
radford 


Pet 


k uptey 


Lapping 
aves st, 


Dec % 


tle on 
ec 30 ab 


» Dealer 
Mary #, 


Lodging 
yp bee, 


dec Su at 
tualler 


Engi. eet 


Baker 

q, High 
rdford 
ate gdns 
ine Met 
ews 

er Pe 
tn vera 
brad ond 
Lodging 


Dec 13 
ns. ngs 


‘ 
on, Dut 
np tye 





